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Office of the White House Preso Secretary
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THE WIHITE HOUSE

S’.l{A'l"EMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

I have reccived the report from the comrittee which I appointed on February 15
to review relationships between the Gcntralllntelligcncc Agency and private
American voluntary organizations, This committee consisted of Under
Secretary of State Nicholas Katzenbach, as Chairman, Secretary of Icalth,

Education, and Welfare John Gardner, and CIA Director Richard He! 8,

I accept this committee's proposed statement of policy and am directing all
agencies of the government to implement it fully, :

We will also give serious consideration to the committee's recommendation
“that the government should promptly develop and establish a public-private
‘mechanism to provide public funds openly for overseas activities of organiza~
tions which are adjudged deserving, in the national interest, of public support. '
To review concrete ways of accomplishing this objective, I am reguesting

- Secretary Rusk to serve as chairman of a special committee which will include
representatives from the Executive, the Congress, and the private community,
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Dear Mr, President:

P . ’ -t F L .
Tho committee which you appointed on February 15, 1967 has sough,
pursuant to your rcequeest: )

~-To review relationships between government agencies, notably the
Central Intelligence Agency, and educational and private voluntary organiza-
tions which operate abroad; and ‘

=~ To recommend means to help assure that such organizations can
play their proper and vital role abroad, - :

The committee has held a number of meetings, interviewed dozens of individual:
in and out of government, and reviewed thousands of pages of reports, We

have surveyed the relevant activities of a number of federal agencics. And

we have reviewed in particular and specific detail the relationship between

ClIA and each relevant organization,

'

* Our report, supplemented with supporting classified documents, follows,

i In summary, the committee offers two basic recommendations:

1. It should be the policy of the United States Government that no federal /
agency shall provide any covert financial assigtance or support, direct or
- indirect, to any of the nation's educational or private voluntary organizaticns.
: ]
" 2. The Government should-promptly develop and establish.a public-private
mechanism to provide public funds openly for overseas activities of organizations
. which are adjudged desaerving, in the national interost, of public support,

i

"1 A NEW POLICY

The years immediately after World War II saw a surge of communist activity
in organizations throughout the world, Students, scientists, veterans,
. women and professional groups were organized into international bodies
s which spoke in the cadences, advocated the policies, and furthered the interests
é of the communist bloc. Much of this activity was organized, directed, and
| financed covertly by communist governments.

-
W

‘American organizations reacted from the first, The young men and women
who founded the United States National Student Association, for example, did
50 precisely to give American youth the capacity to hold their own in the
. international arena. But the importance of students as a<force in internaticnal
" events had yet to become widely understood and NSA faound it difficalt to ‘
attract private support for its international activities, Accordingly, thé United
Stztec Government, acting through the Central Intelligence Agency, provided
support fur this overseas work, '
We have taken NSA as an example, While no useful prrpose would be servegd
by detailing any other CIA programs of assistance to private Armerican volunta,
organizations, cne fundimental Foint should be clearly stated: such assistapcs
was. given pursuant to National Security Council policies beginning in Octobex,
1951 and with the subscquent concurrence of high-level scnior interdeparimanral
review comunittecs in the last four Administrations, In December, 1650,in a
clacsified report submitted after a year of study, a public-private Prozidential
Commiitee on Informntion Activitice Abroad specifically endorsed both overt

and covert programs, including those assisted by CIA, : - ’
i ! . E

MORE
‘ Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01 089R00(')10009‘0002-2-

o*

i




.%
i
B
i
3
d
:
El
i
‘

T L

PO N

RV R

et

. [ W 3.

. Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

discloscs new developrments which

Our study, unde rtaken at a later time, . .
The Aracrrcan public,

jugpest that we should now re -(_zxamix‘xc thesc policic‘n. ‘
{or example, has become increasingly aware of the irnportance of the cotaplex
forms of international competition between {frec societics and comz:numf:t
states., As this awareness has grown, go have potential souxces of support
for the overscas work of privaic organizations.

There is no prccisc‘ index to these sources, but their increase is suggested
by the growth in the number of private foundations {rorn 2,220 in 1955 to
18, 000 in 1967. Iencc it is increasingly possible for organizations like
NSA to scek support for oversecas activitics from open sources.

Just as sources of support have increased, 56 has the number of American
groups cngaged in overseas work, According to the Agency for International
Development, there has been a nine-fold increase just among voluntary
organizations which participﬁeﬁ?@?ﬂﬁcal assistanze abroad, rising from
24 in 1951 to 220 in 1965. The total of ali private American voluntary groups
now working overseas may well exceed a thousand.

The number of such organizations which has been assisted covertly is a
small fraction of the total. The vast preponderance have had no relationship
with the government or have accepted only open government funds -- which
greatly exceed funds supplied covertly. ' :

"The work of private American organizations, in a host of fields, has been of
great benefit to scores of countries. That benefit must not be impzired by
foreign doubts about the independence of these organizations. The commitfes
believes it is essential for the United States to underscore that independence

immediately and decisively,

For these reasons, the committee recornmends the following:

}

" STATEMENT OF POLICY

No federal agency shall provide any covert financial assistance.
or support, direct or indirect, to any of the nation's educational
or private voluntary organizations. This policy specifically
5 applies to all foreign activities of such organizations and it
= reaffirms present policy with respect to their domestic activities.,

Where such support has been given, it will be terminated as
quickly as possible without destroying valuable private organizations
before they can seek new means of support.™ )

We belicve that, particularly in the light of recent publicity, establishment
of a clear policy of this kind is the only way for the government to carry out
two important responsibilities, One is to avoid any implication that govern-
mental assistance, because it is given covertly, is used to affect the policies
of private voluntary groups. The sccond responsibility is to make it plaii.a
all foreign countries that the activities of private American groups abroad-
are, in fact, private, o o R

The committee has sought carefully to assess the impact of this Statement of
Policy cn CIA. Wc have reviewed each relevant program of assistance carred
out by the Agency in case - by-case detail. As a realt of this scrutiny, tae
cammittee is satisfied that application of the Staternent of Policy will not
unduly handicap the Agency in the exercise of its national security re spdnsibil-
itics. Indced, it should be noted that, startir{g wall before the appcarange Qf

. *QOn the basis of onur case-by-case review, we expécr. that the process

<f termination can bo largely -- perhaps entirely -- completéd by December 33,
- -i1967, | | | | S
i ) 'Approved For Release 2005/11/.28.; G4 -RDP90-01089R089100090002-2
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yecant publxuly. CIA had initiated and pursucd cffortsto dxa«,ngn{fc from

cortain of these activities,

The committee 2lso recommends that the implementation of this policy be

supcrvised by the senior interdepartmental reéview committee which already
passes on propos sed CIA activities and which would review aad assist in the
process of dmen;_,hg,x,mcnt. %o :

2: NEW METHODS OF SUPPORT

 While our first recommendation secks to iusure the independence of private

voluntary organizations, it does not doal with an underlying problem -~ how
to support the national need foxr, and the intrinsic worth of, their efforts
ab‘oad

Anyone who has the slightest familiarity with intellectual or youth groups

"abroad knows that free institutions continue to be under bitter, continuous

attadl, some of it carefully organized and well financed, all of it potentially
dangcrous to this nahon. :

It is of the greatest importance to our future and to the future of free institu-
tions cverywhere that other nations, especially their young people, know and
understand American viewpoints, There is no better way to meet this need
'Lhan through the activity of private American organizations.,

The time has surely come for the govern*nent to help support such activity
ina mature. open manner.

Some progress toward that aim already has been made., In recent years, &
numbexr of federal agencies have developed contracts, grants, and other forms
of open assistance to private organizations for overseas activities. This
assistance, howover, does not deal with a major aspect of the problem. A
number of organizations cannot, without hampering their effectiveness as
mdcpcndent bodies, accept funds directly from government agencies.

L]

'I‘he committee therefore recommends that the Government should promptly
develop and establish a public-private mechanism to provide public funds
openly for overseas activities of orgamzatxons which are ad;udged deserving,
in the national interest, of public support, :

RS

%% If the Statement of Policy is to be effective, it must be rigorously .
enforced; In the judgmert of this comrmittee, no programs currently would
justify any exception to this policy., At the same time, where the sccurity of
the nation may be at stake, it is impossible for this committee to state
categorically now that there will never be a contingency in which ove rriding
national security interests may require an exception -- nor would it be
credible to enunciate a policy which purported to do so.

We therefore recommend that, in the event of such unusual contingencies,
the interdepartmental review committee be permitted to rnake excentio ons
fo the Statement of Policy, but only where overriding national security.
mt&{g"ti_fo requirg: only on a casc-by-case basis; only where open source:
of support are shown to be unavailable; and only when such exceptions
receive the specific approval of the Secrctaries of State and Defense. In ne
event should any future ¢xception be approved which involves any uducanonal
philanthropic, or cultural organization, :

MORE
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Such a n"mch:mism 'could take varicus forms. Ouc promising proposal,
“advanced by Mr. Eugene Black, calls for a publicly funded but privately
adrninistered body paticrned on the British Council,

‘e Britich Co‘r\cﬁ established in 19:,, operalec in 80 countries, admin-
istering appiroximately $30, 000, 000 annually for reference libraries,
exhibitions, scholarships, mtcxnauonal confc;cn;cs, and cultural
cxchanges. Becaucse 21 of its 30 members are drawn from private life, the
Council has maintained a reputation for independence, cvén though 90 percent
of its funds axre governrnental, ]
According to the UNESCO Directory of Cultural Relations Services, other
‘naticns have developed somewhat similar institutions. The indian Council
for Cultural Relations, for example, is entirely government-financed but
operates autonomously. The gove rning body of the Swedish institute for
Cultural Relations consists of both government and private members. This
institute receives 75 percent of its funds from the governrnent and the
remainder from private contributions.

The experience of these and other countrics helps to demonstrate the
; desirability of a similaxr body in the United States, wholly or largely
funded by the federal government. Another approach might be the establish-
i ‘ment of a governmental foundation, perhaps with linke to the existing Federal
; Inter-Agency Council on International Education and Cultural Affairs,

Such a public-private body would not be new to the United States, Congress
~  established the Smithsonian Institution, for cxample, more than a century
ago as a private corporation, under the guardianship of Congress, but
governed by a mixed public-private Board ¢f Regents,

'l‘he comx‘mttce began a preliminary study of what m;ght be the best method
of meeting the present need. It is evident, however, that, because of the
great range both of existing government and private philanthropic programs,
the refinement of alternatives and selection among them ie a task of
‘considerable complexity., Accordingly, we do not believe that tais exclusively
governmental committe is an appropriate forum for the task and we recommend,
instead, the appointment of a larger group, including mdwzduals in privite

- life with extensive experience in this field.

The basic principle, in any event, is clear. Such a new institution would
involve government funds. It might well involve government officials. But a
premium must be placed on the involvement of private citizens and the
exercise of private judgments, for to be effective, it would have to bave -- and
‘be recognized to have -~ a high degree of independence.

:E The prompt creation of such an institution, based on this principle, would
3, fﬂl an important -~ and never more apparent -- national need.

Respectfully,

. T , ) ' /8/ John W. Gardner
: oo ) . Seeratary of .
: ~ ’ Health, Education and Welfare

{e! Richard Helras
Director of
Central Iantelligence

/s/ Nicholas deB. Katzonbach
Under Secretary of gtM\,,
Chmxm.x.x '
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee:

I am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views on
President- Elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post of
Director of Central Intelligence.

I did not lightly accept this assignment. 1 recognize that the
successes of the Intelligence Community, including the CIA, remain
largely unknown while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is often
accused, both at home and abroad, of deeds it never committed or
undertook at the insistence of higher authority; and that it often cannot
publicly defend itself against these attacks.,

But I accept this assignment because I regard the intelligence process
as second to none in its importance to our national security. I regard
intelligence as our indispensable first line of defense. Without reliable
foreign intelligence, this country cannot properly estimate the threat of
war or the prospects for peace. Without reliable foreign intelligence, this
country cannot properly determine the strategic arms limitations it can
accept, or the strategic weapons systems it requires. In world affairs,
knowledge is power. This country can be secure only if it knows what other
court ries are thinking and doing particularly when most other societies are
far less open than our own. I could not refuse the challenge to provide
to President Carter and his policy makers the best foreign intelligence
to help him build a more peaceful world he and we all seek. I also accept
the challenge to strengthen our intelligence agencies in this new era of

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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I was raised in Nebraska as the son of second-generation Americans
who taught their children to love this country and to participate in a
never-ending effort to protect and improve it. After graduation from
the University of Nebraska College of Law in 1951, I spent nearly 13 years
here in Federal Government, a period of service that was capped by 3 years
as Special Counsel to President Kennedy.

I want to make clear my foreign policy experience in that position.
After the Bay of Pigs fiasco of 1961, about which I knew nothing whatsoever
in advance, the President asked me to attend National Security Council
meetings as an observer; and in that capacity I received each day the
reports and estimates of the Central Intelligence Agency. The President
also requested my participation in various crisis management sessions,
including most notably the Executive Committee of the National Security
Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962, At no time did I know of
any plots to assassinate foreign leaders or subvert foreign governments,
nor was I privy to any discussions or decisions concerning CIA covert
activities,

Three months after President Kennedy's death, I left i:he White House,
first to write a book and then to engage in the practice of law in the New York
firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Whax@}fon and Garrison. The bulk of my
practice has been in the international arena, involving negotiations with

the leaders of dozens of countries around the world, particularly in Latin

Ameri gy bisicPor Rfehdii2065f11/28 3 -IATHI1E6D f585RBG0 1600 vt P ccasions 1

represented
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‘the Governments of Iran, 7aire (when it was still the Republic of

the Congo), Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in various commercial

negotiations. None of these had significant bearing on U.S. foreign

policy decisions. In no country did I have any connection with or firsthand

knowledge of any activities of their intelligence agencies or our own.
During this period I wrote extensively on international questions for

Foreign Affairs, the Saturday Review, the New York Times and others;

and I was also invited to deliver lectures in several countries, including

New Zealand, Israel, West Germany, England, Ireland, all four Scandinavian
countri}\% and the Soviet Union. I do not believe that anyone who heard the
lecture I delivered to Moscow'\s Institute of the United States could accept

‘S-U"SE;CSHC’“ )
for one moment the that I am ''soft on communism. ' Believe

me, Mr. Chairman, my study of foreign systems of governments and my
Wy &

travels in all kinds of countries has served continually to increase the depth

of my devotion to our own nation and to its system of government.

Allow me now to outline briefly what kind of Director of Central Intelligence
I believe is needed at this particular time, the kind I would, if confirmed,
strive with your help to become.

First, the Director should be an individual well known to and completely
trusted by the President. Only in this way can the Director have the direct
and continuous access to the President that is essential to his role as the
President's principal foreign intelligence adviser. Only in this way can he
report to the President the hard, unvarnished facts produced by an independent
intelligence process, and report them whether or not the President wants to

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 .
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feel certain that their final product is getting through to their principal
customer. And.only in this way can the Director refuse to take orders

from the White House or elsewhere that he regards as unlawful or improper,
whether they involve the undertaking of questionable covert operations, the
altering of intelligence conclusions, the yielding of necessary functions or
the concealment]either from or by the Director, of information that should
not be so conce&éed. President-Elect Carter has generously expressed that
kind of faith in me; he has promised me that kind of access; he has promised
to accept whatever unpleasant facts I bring; and I have in turn promised

to know all there is to know about the activities of my subordinates and to
make certain he knows as well,

Second, the Director should be an individual who can continue the
restoration of public trust and support that the Agency needs to succeed. If
the American people lack confidence that the Agency serves their interests and
obeys their laws, if they ever again believe that it is the personal instrument
of the President, unaccountable to the Congress, then it will be unable to
obtain either the talent or the funding or the period of relative calm needed
to carry out its work, To reach this goal of public trust at this time of general
distrugt, there is merit in adopting the Murphy Commission's recommendation
that the Director be an '"outsider' who is free from personal and departmental
ties to the Agency. Nor is it inappropriate that the Director be a lawyer,
sensitive to the rights of Americans at home and abroad. I pledge that under
my leadership, the CIA and the Intelligence Community will endeavor only

to conduct activities that our productive, justifiable and fully within the

bounds of American law.

Third PPEEVRY ForBelepse 20Q9411/28 « HA-RRFEI:01089R 010009008 22nd ence required
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to protect the integrity of the intelligence process. Whatever you may

think of any particular Director's views, his job is not to make policy

but to direct the collection, processing, analysis and presentation of

foreign intelligence. If he permits outside pressures and politics to

influence the integrity of that process, if conclusions are altered to fit the

policies of the President or the wishes of the Secretary of State or the

programs of the Secretary of Defense or the preconceptions of the Congress

or even the previous findings of the CIA or the prejudices of its Director, then’

the results are no longer intelligence but propaganda. Analysts raust keep in

Av.&

touch with the raw data and the real world; they must use“’\services of human

intelligence sources when technology cannot give insights into a foreign

government's intentions, and they must draw upon the wisdom and judgment

of military, diplomatic, scholarly and other experts inside and outside of

government. But the final product, containing dissents from those who

disagree, should be neither a watered-down compromise nor a reflection

of institutional bias. It should be the most objective, accurate, reliable

intelligence estimate possible, delivered in time and in a form that will

make it relevant and readable to the President and National Security Council.

I would hope that my experience as a lawyer, writer and White House counsel

would enable me to maintain that kind of standard; for intelligence reports which

are unread or unreliable or irrelevant are simply a waste of superior talent,

precious money and brilliant technology. Director Bush has faithfully prevented
@ vy hint of partisan political bias in the intelligence analyses and estimates is sued

during his tenure, and I can assure this Committee that I intend to adhere to

that stanssgrdved'tspRileads 2o0sm 26 heIA RDPYIFRSIRAN§bOBbGIZS 1Y and

electoral ambitions while serving in this sensitive post.



-6-
Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

~ Fourth and .finally, the next i)irector of the CIA must be able to ‘l‘ead_
that Agency into this new era of ‘accountability without subj ecti_ng it fo" |
further demoralizing disTuptions. If confiﬁned, I will be the fifth‘ Director
in li’ttlfa more than four years. The Agency has been through a series of
invest_igatiohs, reorganiza‘tioné, reductions in force and reshuffling of

personnel. The creativity of an analytical mind--and I have found the

intellectual quality at Langley to be of the very highest-- now needs a period |

of relative stability. For that reason, I have assured President-Elect Carter
of my intention to serve a full four years if confirmed; I have recommended

to him that Hank Knoche, Admiral Dan Murphy and the other top professionals,

with whom I am much impressed, be continued in their present positions;
and 1 have further reconmmended that no drastic reorganizations be
undextzken at this time.

This is not .tq say that the effort to .impmve the inteliligenc:e process
and a.dapt it to today's world is not a continuing one. We need to place
our emphasis on improving the qﬁality‘ and time_liness of the analyticél
product ‘bc.—:foré we are swamped with the overflow of technological collections.
We m‘u.srt ke@_\&pv abreast of the constantly increasing neced for intelligence on

. ) .
. % . . ey : . . i
economics -and energy, Third World developments, internationzal terrorism,

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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nuclear proliferation and a new generation of world leaders. We must
maintain vigilant safeguards to make certain that we do not oppose our
adversaries by adopting their methods or philosophy.

Above all, the Intelligence Community must achieve the goal of true
democratic accountability by working closely with the Congress and this
Committee. I pledge, if confirmed, to keep this Committee and the other oversight
committees of Congress fully informed on a timely basis with respect to all
intelligence activities, not merely covert operations. Mr. Chairman, I
promise this Committee truthfulness, without playing games if information
is sensitive and without waiting for you to ask precisely the right question.
I also look forward to working closely with you in developing a stronger and

more suitable statutory charter for U.S. foreign intelligence activities.

In my opinion, the Director as the head of the Intelligence Community
should be in effec.t, the Chairman of the Board. He should set priorities,
demand performance, insure compliance, draw upon and coordinate the
machinery of the Intelligence Community and represent it with the President,
the National Security Council and Cabinet, the Congress and the general
public. The Director need not be concerned with day{to-day management
of the CIA. Under Executive Order 11905, the day-to-day management of
the CIA is delegated to the Deputy Director., Although I have much to
learn and will count on this Committee helping me learn it, I sincerely

Pelieve Rek BVEPEST IRIE S ISTRITHAY . IR KO0 G 1BBEKTBE TobdbbGTRE ™

to fulfill my responsibilities as Director.
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Before concluding, Mr. Chairman, I want to give this Committee
answers to two questions which have been raised concerning my fitness
for this particular post.

First, questions have been raised about affidavits that I submitted

in the New York Times and Daniel Ellsberg cases involving the publication

of the so-called Pentagon Papers. In those affidavits I stated my belief

at that time that the Executive Branch frequently and routinely overclassified
documents, and kept them classified long aiﬁt‘er there was any arguable
national security interest or legitimate secret to protect. I further noted
that it was common practice in Washington for Government officials to take

such documents home for review, and that it was not uncommon for

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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suchvofficials to leak glassified information selectively to the press.
On more than one occasion I was directed by the President to a0i$q;ﬁy§§}ff[
So fﬁf as the Pentagon Pépérs themselves are concerned, I notedkthat |
,informatioﬁ of incompardbly greater importance to the hafional,defense
had ‘been leaked to the press, and that no criﬁﬁnai prosecutisns had -
ensued.. I also reqogﬁized, Tet ‘me emphasize, a true need for secvecy-'
in the conduct of government bus iness in,hértain circumﬁtanéeé,:incfudfng
‘those relating to military personnel, corTidential fofeigr ﬁovefﬁmént' .
communications; and candid reports and advice to the President on ' |
governmental and military affairs. o -
Héving Tast week‘reviewed these affidavits for the first time in! .
”severa] years, “I ‘helieve they were factaa1iy accurate and I make no apoioqy
for stand1ng by the genera] pr1nc1p1e of greater Exccutive Branch d1¢c1osur
to the Congress and pub11c ‘But as Director of Central Inteaaigence, I

can assure ynu that my views and prdct1ces wou]d be conq1stenL thh
 the cne£§§5%¥$§2?~of that off1ce with my oath as Daroctor and w1th my :-
statutory 0b17gat10n to insure the effectlveness of our 1nte1i1gence ‘
activity by protecting all sources and methods. |

I might add, howev er, that a sensihivity to Lhe dangt‘q uf over-

classification, and a demonstrated regard for the rights of the»pub11c

and Congress to be ‘informed, are not in my judgment disqualifications

e

for that office. B
I also stated in my affidavits that various classified papers

were among the documents that 1 removed from the White House at the

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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_ conclusion df my eervice in February 1964, and I explained that I

had s{mp1y'folTowed a 10ng-§tanding practice among White House officials
in th1s regard That practice was based not only on eustbm but a1so X
on the 1eg1s1at1ve histories of the Presidential lerarlee Act’ of 1955 A
and the Federal Property and Administrative 5erv1ces Act of 1949,

As I understood it, there was unquest1oned acceptance ¢f the propos1t1on
that Nhite House papers be]onged to-the occupants when their terms’ |

of service ended

The essential facts respecting rw'own removal of c11551fjod~papers .

- from the White House, and subsequent use of those papers, were. as . .
- follows: F0110w1ng President Kennedy's death, I arranged to have my - SRRER
" files removed to a General Services Adm1n1strat1on depos1tory in “the l
"..Boston area.. These arrangements were made thraugh GSA and the Office

'of Nat1ona1 Arch1ves.' U1t1mdte1y I donated most of my f11e= io the

" . Kennedy Library. Before doing so, however, I selected from the GSA

depos1tory those papers, including classified papers, that were nPCeSSary ;11. ,. L

'ffor the preparat1on of my book These se1ected papers were Pept afe]y
'1n my home were not c1rcu1ated to others, and upon compIet;on of my ‘
book were returned to GSA No ;nformation that I considered claqsxFTPd f
vas reproduced _'._ ﬁn my manuscript a]thougn I drew on such |
information for background and context. T took the add1t10na1 precaut10n
of submitting my manuscript, for review and clearance, to 1nd1y1duals
who were then serving or had previously sefved in high natiodd] securitv
positions in government. To the best of my knowledge, no one has ever .
'suggested that my hook revealed any nat10na1 secrets or

disclosed any classified information.
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. ,@T%é_second'mattet upon which I owe this Comittee a full,ahswér concerns
my draft status. | The facts are that I registered for the draft
upon becom1ng 18 yeaws ‘of age in 1946, and shortly thereafter expressed

the pn11940ph/ of non-violence with which I had been reared by tWo decp1y

“:tjdealistic parents by-requesting, not-an avoidance of mxisvary duay,.

not an dVoidance of hazardous~duty but m111tary service in a
nonacombat&nt<capacity--preferrinq,-by wey of alTustratlon, to SErve .

on the battlef1e}d as a medical corpsman saving 11vcl instead oI 1dknnu

1ivés Vy action was largely symbolic, ina smuch as our counrry Was not B L

i then at war-or expected to- go to war; -nor -did -1 ever see mxtxtary serv1ce

having_beén*iné?ig?b}e during the- Korean Nar first for physwcaY and then

© for fami1y'reasons,' As prev1ou51y-noted however, I did serve in the

TR Government as a civilian from 1951-1964, ;nclud1ng parttcspation “.“

Tfmr non-v1o?ence 1nh1b1ted in any way my advvce to ihe PF”STdePt on jf?"*f

’ on'the Natxonal Sefur1ty Councilts Executive Comm1tfee cur1ng Lhe

Cuban MTSST]@ Cr1sxs of 7902 and at no time d1d I Or, LO thp best of

my know}edge, any of my co]Teagues ever feel that my persona1 preiercncbv

-the choice of military or other u‘fTOhS T J;{ 1f..- -‘ .. S
As Director of Central Infel11qnﬂce my nr1n0s0a1 role wou!d be

to provide intelligence to the policy»makers who are consxder1ng the |

militany and diplomatic alternatives available to the Uniiedﬁ%tates.'_l

would never have accepted this nomvnnbror vere I not doterﬁlged to strengthen

our country in cvary way appropriste to ay position and to implement all

Tawful orders and poalicies of the President, whatever that way involve, without
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- pemitfirig my private religious and philosophical beliefs to |
intrude into'pub1ic policy. I doubt that this quaTifies me

today for the.1abe1.of cohscﬁentiohs objéctbr{ but I earnest1y'

hope that I will be a conscientious Director of Central Inte1]1gence,

" Thank you for this: opportunTty to set the record ct‘a1ght
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' Mf:.Cﬁ;;}mén, Members of the Comﬁittee:

) I am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views
_bﬁ President-Elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post
of Director of Central Intelligence. |

I did not 1ight1& accept this assignment, and some of ﬁy friends
have suggested that anyone agreeing to take the job latké either the
sanity or the common sense necessary to fulfill it. I reéognize that
the successes of the Intelligence Conmmunity, including the CIA, remain
largely unknown while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is often
accused, both at home and abroad, of deeds that it never committed or
that it undertook at the insistence of higher aﬁthority; and that the
Agency and its employees are often unable to defend themselves publicly
against these attacks. -

But I accepted this assignment because I regard the intelligence
process as second to none in its importance to our national security.
This country cannot properly evaluate eithef‘the:threat of war or
the prospects for peace, either the strategic wé;pons systems it
needs or the strategic arms limitations it can accept and monitor,
without reliable foreign intelligeﬁce. In world affairs, knowledge
is power; and this country can be secure only if it knows what is
going on in other countries, most of which have societies far less
open than our own. To strengthen our infelligence egencics, to

maintain and improve their effectiveness in this new era of public .
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accountability, to provide to President Carter and his policy-
makers the objective intelligence estimates needed to build the
more peaceful world for which he has called, all this represents
"a challenge which I could not refuse.
| I was raised in Nebraska as the son of second-generation
Americans who taught their children to love this country:and to
participate in a never-ending effort to proteét gnd imprBVe it.
After graduation from the University of Nebraska College of Law
in 1951, I spent nearly 13 years here in Federal Government, a
period of service that was capped by 3 years.as Special Counsel
to President Kennedy. :
I do not want to exaggerate my foreign policy experience in
that job. After the Bay of Pigs fiasco of 1961, about which I
knew nothing whatsoever in advance, the President asked me to
attend National Security Council meetings as an observer; and
in that capacity I received each day the reports and estimates of
fhe Central Intelligence Agency. The Presiéent élso requested
my participation in various crisis management sessions, including
most notably the Executive Comnittee of_the National Security Council
during the Cuban Missile Crisis ofv1962. (At no time, let me add,
did I know of any plots to assassinate foreign leaders or subvert
foreign governments, nor was I privy to any discussions or decisibns

concerning CIA covert activities.)

-2-
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Tbggg months aftef President Kennedy's death; I left the
White.ﬁouse, first to write a book and then to engage in the
| ppactice of law in the New York firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind,
Wharton and Garrison. The bulk of my practice has been in the
“international arena, ihvolving negotiations with the leaders 6f
dozens of countries around the world, particularly in Latin
America, Africa, the Middle East and Eastern Eurdpe. ‘bn;brief ,
occasions I represented the Governments of Iran, Zaire, Sierra Leone
and Newfoundland in commercial disputes or negotiations. In no
country did I have any connection with or first-hand knowledge
of any activities of either their intelligence agencies or our
own, nor do I have now any obligatiéns or prejudices regarding any
fbféign country which would interfere with my new duties.

During this period I wrote.extensively on international

questions for Foreign Affairs, the Saturday Review, the New York Times

and others; and I was also invited to deliver lectures in several
countries, including New Zealand, Israel, Wééf‘Ggrmany, England,
Ireland, all four Scandinavian countries and theySoviet Union.

I do not believe that anyone who heard the lecture I delivered

to Mbscow's Institute of the United States could doubt for one
moment my rejection of commmism and all that it rebresents;
Believe me, Mr. Chairman, my observations of all kinds of system$
and my travels in all kinds of countries has served continually

to increase the depth of my devotion to our own nation and to its
system of government. I might add that the Ford White House invited
me down Iast year to consult with me on changes that should be made

in fipproveduictr BE|dase 2O05i11I28] QERDPIO-QIDSHRANATLAOS002-2
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With that brief sketch of my background, élléw me now to
: pdfliﬁ%w%hat kind of Director of Central Intelligence I believe
ES ﬁeéded at this particular time, the kind I.would, if confirmed,
strive with your help.to become.

First, the next Director should be an individual well known
to and completely trusted by the new President, Only in this way
can the Director have the direct and continuous access to the
Pre31dent that is essential to his role as the Pre51dent s pr1nc1pal
foreign intelligence adviser. Only in this way can he report to
the President the hard, unvarnished facts produced by an independent
intelligence process, and report them whether or not the President
wants to hear these facts. Only in this way caﬁ'thg members of
the Intelligence Commmity feel certain that their final product
is getting through to their brincipal customer and only in this
way can the Direﬁtor refuse to take orders from the White House or
elsewhere that he regards as unlawful or improper, whether they
involve the undertaking of wrongful covert opera?ions, the altering
of intelligence conclusions, the yielding of neégssary functions,
or the concealment either from or by the Director of information
that should not bg so concealed. President-Elect Carter has
~generously expressed that kind of faith in me; he has promised
me that kind of access; he has promised to accept whatever meléqsant
facts I bring him; and I have in turn promised to know all there 1s
to know about the activities of my subordinates and to make certain
he knows as well.

-4-
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Second, the next Director shoﬁld be an individual who can
cqﬁtiﬁh;.fhe restoration of public trust and support that the
Central Intelligence Agercy needs to succeed. If the American
ypéople lack confidence that the Agency serves their interests

‘and obéys their laws, if they ever égain believe thet it is
merely the personal instrument of the President, unaccountable

to the Congress, then that Agericy will be unabléfto obtain either
the talent, or the funding, or the period of relative calm needed.
‘to carry out its work. In order to reach this goal of public
trust at a time of general distrust, there may be some merit in
adopting the Murphy Commission's recommendation that the Director
be_an "outsider' who is free from personal and éepartmental ties
to the Agency. Nor is it inappropriate that the Director be a
lawyer, sensitive to the rights of Americans at home and abroad.
It is President-Elect Carter's hope that many of today's critics
df the CIA will feel over time somewhat assured that the Agency
under my leadership will not return to imprdﬁér QOmestié activities,
political assassination plots, unlawful mail openings and other .
abuses of the past; and that covert operations, while not being
abolished, will go forward only in extraordinary circumstances,
and only after having been reviewed by senior Cabinet officials,
including the Attorney General, and authorized in writing by the -

President upon his determination that the operation is justifieﬁ

by important national security intcrests. Further, scrupulous

-5-
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 at;en§i9p must and will be paid to the requirement, imposed by
iaw; that the appropriate Congressional committees be informed
about such operations in a timely manner. It is also essential
to reexamine such operations periodically to make certain that
‘they are still producfive, still justifiable, and still within
the bounds of American law. It would be my hope through_such an
approach to help repair some of the damage that Ras béeﬁ;done to
the good name of both the‘USA and the CIA.

Third, the next Director of Central Intelligence must have
the degree of intellect and independence required to protect the
integrity of the intelligence process. Whatever, you may think
of any particular Director's views on policy, his job is not to
make policy but to oversee the collecﬁion, prucessing, énalysié
and delivery of foreign intelligence. If he permits outside
pressures and politics to influence the results of that process,
if conclusions are altered to fit the policies of the President
or the wishes of the Secretary of State or £he pfograms‘of the
Secretary of Defense or the preconceptions of the Congress or
eyen’the previousrfindings of the CiA or the prejudices of its

- Director, then the results are no longer intelligence but propaganda.
Intelligence analysts, of course, cannot be so shut off from the
reai world that they lose touch with the raw data; they must

utilize human intelligence sources where technology cannot discern

a government's intentions; and they must draw upon military,
-6-
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_diglom§3;c, scholarly and other experts both inside and outside
Qf.go%érhment. But the final product, containing dissents from
those who disagree, should be neither a watered-down compromise
-hor a reflection of institutional bias, but the most objective,
'accurafe, reliable intelligence estimate possible, delivered in
time and in a form that will make it both relevant and readable

to the President and National Security Council. fI w0ﬁld;hope

that my experience as a lawyer, writer and White House counsel
would stand me in good stead in striving to maintain that kind

of standérd; for intelligence reports which are ﬁnread or unreliable
or irrelevant are simply a waste of precious monFy, manpower and
brilliant technology. Director Bush has faithfully prevented any
hint of partisan political bias in the intelligence analyses and
estimates issued_dufing his tenure; and I can assure this Conmittee
that I intend to adhere to that standard and, also like George Bush,
renounce all ﬁolitical activity and electoral gmbitions while

serving in this sensitive post. o

" Fourth and finally, the next Director of thé CIA must be able
to lead that Agency into this new era of accountability without
-subjecting it to further demoralizing disruptions. If confirmed,
I will be the fifth Director in little more than four years. The
Agency has been through a series of investigations, reorganizations,

reductions in force and reshuffling of top personnel. The creativity

-7-
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_pf;thg;analytical mind--and I have found the intellectual
§uality at Langley to be of the very highest--now needs a
period of relative stability. For that reason, I have assured
‘President-Elect Carter of my intention to serve a full four
'years if confirmed; I have recommended to him that Deputy
Director Hank Knoche, Admiral Dan Murphy and the other top
professionals with whom I am much impressed be céntinueé:in
‘their present positicns; and I have further recommended that no
drastic reorganizations be undertaken at this time.

This is not to say that the effort to improve the intelligence
process and adapt it to today's world is not a continuing one.
We need to place our emphasis on improving the quality and
timelineés of the analyticél product in ofder to mafch the
increasing flow of technical collections. We must keep abreast
of the constantly increasing need for new intelligence.on €eConomics
and energy, Third World developments, international terrorism,
nuclear proliferafion and a new generation éf wd?ld leaders.
We must maintain, a§ earlier indicated, vigilant safeguards
| against abuse to make certain that we do not oppose our adversaries
by adopting their methods or philosophy.

Above all, the Intelligence Community must in this next four
year period as in no previous four year period achieve the goal.gf
true democratic accountability by working closely with the Congress

and this Committee. I pledge, if confirmed, to keep this Committee

o -8-
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, and the other appropriate committees of Congress fully informed

on a tlmely basis with respect to intclligence activities of every k1nd not
merely covert operations. I‘promlse you complete truthfulness

in all appearances before you, without playing games if information

is restricted and without waiting for you to ask precisely the

Tright questionf I aléo look forward to working closely with

you in developing a stronger and more suitableﬁstétutdfyfqharter

for all U.S. foreign intelligence activities.

Leadership of the Intelligence Community in all these areas
does not, in my opinion, require that the Director be an experienced
manager. Under Executive-Order 11905, the day-to-day management
of the CIA is delegated to the Deputy Director. .The Director
should be, in effict, the Chairman of the Board, not the Chief
Operating Officer. He should set priorities, demand performance,
insure compliance, draw upon and coordinate the machinery of the
Intelligence Community and represent it with the President, the
National Security Council and Cabinet, the Canérgss and the general
public. Although I have much to learn and will é5unt on this
Committee helping me to learn it, I sincerely believe that my
previous government and 1ega1'ekperience will enable me to fulfill
these responsibilities.

Before concluding, Mr. Chairman, I owe this Committee an anSwer
to two questions whiéh have been raised édncerning my fitness for

this particular post.

-9-
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FiiSt, questions have been raised about affidavits that

I submittcd in the New York Times and Daniel Ellsburg cases

involving the publication of the so-called Pentagon Papers.
In those affidavits I stated my belief at that time that the
‘Executive Branch freqﬁently and routinely overclassified documents,
and kept them classified long after there was any arguable
national sccurity interest or legitimate secret to prateét. I
further noted that it was common practice in Washington for
Government officials to take such documents home for réview,
and that it was not uncommon for such officials to leak classified
information selectively to the press. On more tpan one occasion
I was directed by President Kennedy to do so myself. So far as
the Pentagon'Papers_themselves were concerned, I further noted
that information of incomparably greater importance to the national
defense had been leaked to the press, and that no criminal prosecutions
had ensucd. i also recognized in these affidavits, let me emphasize,
a true need for secrecy in the conduct of gd%é}nment in certain
circumstances, including those relating to milit;ry personnel,
confidential foreign government communications, and candid reports
and advice to the President on governmental and military affairs.
Having last week reviewed these affidavits fof the first time
in several years, I find considerable fault with their wording,
although I believe they were factually accurate; and I make no

apology for standing by the general principle of greater Exccutive

-10-
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Bfénchfdisclosure to the Congress and public. But as Director
of Central Intelligence, i can assure you that my views and
practlces would be consistent with the perspectives of that
off1ce,‘w1th my oath as Director, and with my statutory obligation
to insure the effectiveness of our intelligence activity by
protecting all scurces and methods I might add, however that
a sensitivity to the dangers of over- c13551f1cat10n, and a
demonstrated regard for the rights of the public and Congress
to be informed, are not in my judgment disqualifications for
that office. |

I also stated in my effidavits that various, classified
papers were among the documents that I removed from the White
House at the conclusion of my service in February 1964, and I
explained that I had simply followed a long-standing practice
among White House officials in this fegard. That practice was
based not only on custom but also on the legislative histories
of the Presidential Libraries Act of 1955 aﬁa thé‘Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949. As explained to me by
GSA at that tlme, there was unquestloned acceptance of the
proposition that White House papers belonged to its occupants
when their terms of service ended.

‘The essential facts respecting the'removal of my own papers

from the White House, and my subsequent use of those papers, were

as follows: Following President Kennedy's death, the GSA arranged

-11..
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fbr my files to be removed to its National Archives depository
in:ihééfbston area, and for me to select therefrom those papers,
iﬁciuding classified papers, that were necessary for the preparation
| éf'my book. These selected papers were kept safely in my home,

.ﬁot circuléted to others, returned upon completion of my book

to GSA, and ultimately donated with all the rest of my White Hbuse
files to the Kennedy lerary. To the best of my recollectlon, no
commumnications intelligence or documents of a 51m11ar c1a551i1cat10n
were included in these papers. No information that I considered
classifiéd was reproduced'in my manuscript, although I drew on

such 1nformat10n for backgrcund and context. I took the additional
precaution of submitting my manuscript for rev1ew and clearance to
individuals who were then serving or had prev1ously served in high
national security positions in government. To the best of my
knowledge, no one has ever suggested that my book revealed any
national secrets or disclosed any classified information.

The second matter upon which I owe this Cormittee a full
answer concerns my draft status. The facts are fhat I registered
for the draft upon becoming 18 years of ége in 1946, and shortly
thereafter expressed‘the philosophy of non-violence with which
I had been reared by two deeply idealistic parents by requesting,
not an avoidance of military duty, not an avoidance of hazardouéu
duty, but military service in a non-combaﬁant capacity--pggferring,
by way of illustration, to serve on the battlefield as a ;edical

corpsman saving lives instead of taking lives. My action was largely

. =12-
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. stbo;ié,_inasmuch as our couhtry was not then at war or expected
to go éo war; nor did I ever see military service,.having béen
ineligible during the Korean War first-for physical and then

for family-reasons. As previously noted, however, I did serve

in the U.S. Government as a civilian from 1951-1964, including
participation on the ﬁational Security Council's Executive
Committee during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962; and aé no

time did I or, to the best of my knowledge, any of my colleagues
ever feel_that my personai preference for non-violence inhibited
in any way my advice to the President on his choice of military

or other options. .

As Director of Central Intelligence, my principal role would
be to provide intclligence to the policymakers. who are considering
the military and-diplomatié alternatives available to the United
States. I would never have accépted this nomination were I not
determined to strengthen our country in every way appropriate to
my position and to implement all lawful ordé}sﬂand poliéies of
the President, whatever that may involve, withoué permitting my
- private religious and philosophical beliefs to intrude into public
policy. I doubt that this quélifies me today for the label of
conscientious objector; but I earnestly hope that I will be a
conscientious Director of Central Intelligence.

Thank you for this opportunity to set the record straight.

-13-
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Statement sent to SSCI 14 January 1977

This Statement not read
during Committee hearing.
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THEODORE C. SORENSEN

Director-Designate of Central Intelligence'

. Personal and Financial Data

. BIOGRAPHICAL

Name: Theodore Chaikin Sorensen

Addresses:

Residence:

Mailing: ‘345 Park Avenue ~ 29th Floox
New York, New York 10022

pDate and Place of Birth:

May 8, 1928
Lincoln, Nebkraska

Marital Status:
Married, Gillian Martin - June 28, 1969

Names and Ages of Children:

Eric Kristen - 24 years] |, e ' -
Stephen Edgar - 23 years, 367 A y’V’ Wﬂ'"°?a
Philip Jon - 21 years R -
Juliet Suzanne -~ 3 years

Education:

University of Nebraska ~ S
1945-1951 o C
BSL - June, 1949 ' D
LLB - June, 1951
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7. Employment Record}

- Attorney, Federal Security Administration (now Dept. =
of H.E.W.); 1951-1952; Washington, D.C. , A
Staff Member, Joint U.S. Senate ~ House Committee on
"Railroad Retirement; 1952; Washington, D.C.
Assistant, Sen. John F. Kennedy. {(D-Mass); 1953-1961;
Washington, D.C. : : ' - 0
Special Counsel, President of United States:; 1961-196G4;
Washington, D.C. : - S
Author and Lecturer (self-employed); 1964-1966; Cambridge
Osterville, Hyannisport, Mass., and Washington, D.C.
Editor~at-Large, Saturday Review:; 1966~1969; New York,

New York ‘ _ _
Partner, Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison;
1966-1977; New York, New York
Visiting Lecturer, Princeton University; 1966-1968;
Princeton, New Jersey o
Commentator on National Affairs, T.V. Channel 5.
(Metromedia); 1971-1973; New York, New York

8. Government Experience:
See Item 7 "Employment Record” above
Also:

Member, Temporary State Commission on Constitutional
Convention (N.Y.); 1969-1970; New York and Albany,|
New York . ' . o e

9. | Memberships:

Bar of the United States Supreme Court

Bar of the State of New York.:

Bar of the State of Nebraska

Bar of the District of Columbia ' : :

National Executive Committee, Lawyers Committee for
Civil Rights Under Law: 1966-1976 (resigned
December 31, 1976) ' e

Trustee, Medgar Evers Fund: 1969-1976 ({resigned
December 31, 1976) )

Council on Foreign Relations, Inc.: 1969-1976
(resigned December 31, 1976) ‘ :

Member, Board of Overseers, College of the Virgin
Islands 1966-1976 (resigned December 31, 1978)

Member, American Council on Germany, Inc.: 1970-~1976
(resigned December 31, 1976) - e
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Member, Phi Beta Kappa 1949

Member, Order of the. Coif 1951

Editor-in-Chief, Nebraska Law Review 1949-195¢

U.S. Junior Chamber of Commerce, one of Ten
Outstanding Young Men of the Year for 1961

Brotherhood Award, Massachusetts Committee of
Catholics, Protestants and Jews 1965

Honorary Doctorate, University of Canterbury 1966

Honorary Doctorate, Alfred University 1969

Honorary Doctorate, Temple University 1969

Honorary Doctorate, ‘Fairfield University 1969 ,

Honorary Doctorate, University of Nebraska 1969

Listed in:

Who's Who in America
. Who's Who in American Politics

Dictionary of International Biography
Contemporary Authors

International Authors and Writers Who's Who

Published Writings:
(a) Books:

Decision Making in the White House {Columbia
. University Press, 1963) '
"Kennedy (Harper & Row, 1965) :

The Kennedy Legacy (MacMillan, 1969)
Watchmen in the Night: Presidential Accountability

After Watergate (M.I.T., 1975)
(b) Selected Magazine Articles:

~———"Improper Payments Abroad: Perspectives and

Proposals", Foreign Affairs, July, 1976 :

"The Case for J immy Carter", Skeptic, September/
October, 1976 . " :

"Most-Favored-Nation and Less Favorite.'Nations",
Foreign Affairs, January, 1974 '

"Why We Should Trade With the Soviets", Foreign
Affairs, April, 1968

"Watergate and American Foreign Policy", The World
Today: Journal of Royal Institute of Infer—
national Affairs, Winter, 1074 ?ﬁﬂ

" ] ikﬂﬂi&ﬂhﬁ{ﬁQ&ﬁﬂE@ﬂﬂﬁg 2,2

Apﬁ@?@@@ e e%gi sgﬂg?g'Fur Auswartige Politik,
Winter, Y974 :

%
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(c) In addition to the foregoing, I have written regqular
columns for Saturday Review from 1966-1969 (while I
. served as Editor-—at-Large of that publication) and
o occasional columns for The New York Times "Op-Ed"
page and other periodicals. Other articles of mine
have appeared or been reprinted in numerous other
STAT ' .- periodicals including those of foreign nations (most
recently, England, Brazil, Australia and Denmark}.
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Theodore Chaikin Sorensen

Former Special Counsel to the President. Born in Lincoln,
Nebraska, on 8 May 1928; son of Christian Abraham and Annis
Chaikin Sorensen. B.S. in Law, University of Nebraska, 1949;
LL.B., 1951; LL.D., 1969; LL.D., University of Canterbury,
1966, Alfred University, 1969, Temple University, 1969,
Fairfield University, 1969. Married Camilla Palmer, Septem-
ber 8, 1949 (divorced August 1963); children: Eric Kristen,
Stephen Edgar, Philip Jon; married Sara Anne Elbery, June 3,
1964 (divorced 1969); married Gillian Martin, June 23, 1969,
Admitted to Nebraska bar, 1951; New York bar, 1966; D. C. bar,
1971; also U, S. Supreme Court. Attorney, Federal Security
Agency, 1951-1952; member of the staff, Joint Com. Railroad
Retirement, U. S. Senate, 1952; assistant to Senator John F.
Kennedy, 1953-1961; secretary, New England Senators Conference,
1953-1959; Special Counsel to the President, 1961-1964; member
of the firm Paul Weis, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, New York
City; editor-at-large, director of Saturday Review, 1966-1969;
commentator on national affairs on Metromedia Channel 5, 1971 to
present; Democratic candidate for New York Senate, 197L.

Named by Junior Chamber of Commerce as one of ten Qutstanding

Young Men of the Year, 1961. Member Nebraska Bar Association,

Phi Beta Kappa, Order of the Coif. FEditor of the Nebraska Law

Review, 1950-1951. Author: Decision Making in the White House,

1963; Kennedy, 1965; The Kennedy Legacy, 1969. Office: 345 Park:
. Avenue, New York City 10022

Also listed in Who's Who are two brothers: Philip Chaikin Sorensen,
a lawyer who lives in Columbus, Indiana; and Thomas Chaikin
Sorensen, listed as a business executive, partner in Sartorius &
Company in New York City.
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Soransan - Direct

IS

THECOORE C, SORENSHN,

called as a witne

éuly sworn, was exaninsd and test

PN

it me et A e
fiad as follows:

~1  State and spall vour full, true
name for the record, please.

THE WITNESS

My name is Theodore C., Sorensen,

S-0-r-e-n-s~g-n,

DIRECT EXAMINATION

‘\
BY MR, BOUDIN:
0 Mr. Sorensen, what is your prasent aogupation?
A I'm a lawyer,
0 Have you bean employed by the Gavernment'bf

‘

tha United States?
A Yes. .
n Would you state when vou were first employed

by the Ceovernment?

A In 19514,

0 In whah sapacity?
A T was then a counsel Ffor what is now the

Depar+tment of Health, Education and Welfare,

0 And vour second period of employment?

A I was then a counsel for a congressional

commnittee studving railroad-retirement legislation.

0 And your third —-— what year was that, gir?
Yy Y
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forensen - Direcs

o4
=
e
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5
rt

Was 1n 19 -~ the first was in *51, the

secend was in '52,

0 What was
menst?
A I %l

Gen was emploved in Ganuvary of

[}
0
ur
w

by

- P e =
the Senator from Massachusetts, John P, Henned-:

0 In what capacity?
3 As his legislative assiztant.
0 ind did you remain working for then-~Senator

Kennedy ﬁntil he became President of +he United States?
b4 I did, yes.
THE COURT: What is a legislative assistanée?
stant covers

THE WITNESS:© A legislative assistan

a multitude of duties. I worke

53]

.
wi

ot

h the then-Senator

=t

cn the preparation of his legislia%icn, on h
- . ) .
domestic and forveign policy, and ultima+als

campaligns,
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i

i

i

I .
1 - Goransen - Direct ;

i :
gif O When Senator Xennedy became Presicdent of the ;

3k United States, what position were you gilven in ¢
1

9]
8]
ot}
=
Y
(9]
ot
o
Q
por}

4! ith his office?

b A I wes appointed special counsel to the

: 6 President, i
bl it ;
& i : Csqa s . i
1 7;§ 0 What were your responsibilities as special i
i) b ;
= § ; R !
it Bl counsel to the President of the United States? |
I !
E i . . i ;
f 9 A My task was primarily to work with the i
; |
¥ i . . . . . i
i i President on the formulation of his pelicy and program. i
¥ i . . E .
: 11 That covered a wide range, with special cmphasis on domestic
E . l; .
} 12%» policy, because Mr. Bundy was his special assistant on
S i -
ks I N
: 15§§ foreign policy, but it also inveolved foreign policy, not
- ' i
I N . . . :
E 14 . only the speeches, but also participation in meetings cof .
1 i . o . . . . .
¥ 15@; the National Security Council, meetings of the cabinet, L
p i . |
: g i . . . . 3
; lGi; meetings with the President alone on the whole range of
i i .
& i issues that faced him as President, ;
i ] " Did the time come when you became involved
i ;
! more actively in defense and foreign policy matters?
i
A Yes, My oxiginal emphaszis had been on :
é domestic policy, although I was working on the defense ;
| : !
% budgets, on the foreign aid program, and on other legislative .
4 ?
§ natters, i
&
{ N ! , ' - -
i The President had originally assumed .
4 :
i that I would be outside the scope of foreign policy activities;
H . |
! z :
!

1089R000100090002-2
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however, oafter

34  agresd that it
! -
40 nysaelf to take

as well.

Q

A

CiA, attempted
and failed.
Q

matter?

e,

A

Q

A

Sorensen -~ Direct

the Bay of Pigs fiusco, which the President

was, he asked Attorney General Kennedy and

a more active role in fereign policy, because

he wanted to have the judgments of those whom he knew very

wall taking part in that importent area of policy making

Would you indicate to the jury what the

Bay cf Pigs incident was?

The Bay of Pigs was the occasion when the

anti-Castro exiles, supported by the United States and the

to invade Cuba to overthrow Castro and were --

tas a committee formed to investigate that

Yes. There was a committee formed to

investigate that matter.

Who were the members of the committee?

It was led by General Maxwell Taylor and by

Attorney General Kennedy.

pid you have any connection with it?

I had no official connection with ik, but, as

was true of a great many activitiesz in the White House in

those days, I was unofficial liaison with that committee

“as ~-- and whatever other assignments the President gave to me.

B
|
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¢ | 16,171
: . i
i | Sorensen - Diract ;
; | . |
E 2 N Did you receive, in the course of your duties i
; 21 as coungel to the President, dai y intelligence briefings :
i i !
i . . - :
; 45 and other intelligence reports?
| B .
B A Yes. The CIN puts out cach day a small
: !
4 6" summary of all of the important intelligence makterial which ;
i i i
7 they have produced or collected during the preceding da |
i Y g Y, !
| |
B i and that is put on the desk of each of thuse in the White
8 i ; |
b ‘ | i
i 95; House who has responsibility in this area. I was one of |
i :
i : " . '
10;{ those receiving that material.
1 1l 0 Did you have occasion to examine NIE's :
f i i
i :
124 regularly? !
. = I
! !
13} A Yes. fhe NIE's -- National Intelligence ’
i I . , ' |
: 14} lEbstimates -~ put out and coordinated by the CIa alsco came
to me in that capacity. E
: 0 Did you attend meetings of the Mational f
i .
! Security Council?
|
R . . I
A I attended, after the Bay of Pigs, virtually i
. I
ils all of the formal meetings of the National Security Council,
; I was not a statutory member, but was asked by the President
1 i
to sit in and observe. ,
| I rarely participated actively in those ;
| , o L
: neetings, but was asked by the President to give him my
| views in informal get-togethers at the end of the day. :
f" - ;
k 0 Did you have other mectings with the ;
i
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4

B\ Yes, 1In the course of a day or a weak I

would see the President ¢ great many times., By that time

we had had a relationship of eight to ten -- eventually

e

cl:ven'yeavs, g0 that wo ofiten talked about a wide range

o]

£ issues, often at the end of the day after his regular
4 -
schedule was over, and I would drop in on a very informal
. 4 R -

Q Would you go on trips, foréiqﬁ trips wiﬁh the
Président?

A Yes. I accompanied him to Vienna when he met
with Soviet Chairman Krushchev, to Paris when he met with
General DeGaulle,-to London where he met with then Prime
Minister MacMillan.

I went with him on his trip to Berlin
two yeérs later where he made his famous speech, "Ich bin.
ein Berliner," to Ireland and on other‘trips.

6] Were.you involveﬁ‘in the preparétion of
speachers on foreign policy by Prgsident Kennedy?

A Yes, I was. That was one cf my special
responsibilities to take part in those ﬁeetings in the White
House, which were the basis for major Presidential decisions

on foreign policy, and then to put together the evidence

"and the arguments that were the basis for that decision in

SR A
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Direct

Soxrensen -

a draft speech for the President to comaunicate thaat decision
cto the American people or to the Congress or to the
United Wations, as the case may he. - i
0O Can you indicate several of the matters wvwpon g
which you worked in connection with preparation of the
Presidential speeches? é
A Yes, of course. The President's inaugural ;
address and his‘first State of the Union address both bore E
heavily on foreign policy, and he asked me to beig on koth
of those. |
I also workéd with him on his spsech
at the time of the Berlin crisis in the summer of 1961, his |

gpeech reporting on his meeting with Khrushchew during that

same summer, his speech when the Russians resumed nuclear

testing in August of 1961, his speech to the United Nations
in the fall of 1961, hiz speech with respect to the
United States resumption of nuclear testing in 1962,

One of the most important, of course,
;
was the Cuban missile crisis speech to the American peonle '

in October of 1962; another important Qne was the so-called
American University speech in June of 1963, which proposed
a getting together with the Soviet Union, and

on announcing a nuclear test bLan treéty and

advocating its approval by the Senate in the fall of that
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: L Sorensen ~ Direct :
o same year, H
; = . ;
i o il G Did you attend meetings of the cabinet? i
: i |
I 1
otk A Yos, I did. !
{
¥ X .
; 5 Q ‘egularly, freguently, infrequently? !
i A I attended all meetings of the cabjinet. i
|
Q With respect to the National Security Council i
meetings, wera these neetings at which, invariably, importantf
matters of foreign policy were determined by the Naticnal |
Security Council? : : ' I
A No. President Kennedy, very frankly, regarded !
the National Security Council formal meetings as something i
of a formal bore, He preferred to make real decisions on e
' !
foreign policy in smaller sessions with those officials whos
}
i
ne regarded as being particularly informed and particularly ‘e
congcerned,

The National Security Council meetings,
therefore, became a kind of formal ratification of what had

already been decided in order that it could be corununicated,

MU

LY P

5
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X 16,075
! .;
1 Sorensen - Direct ‘
ol Q ' Did you attend a Wational Sccurity meeting )
; ;
& following the Taylor-Rostow report? :
i ;
{ 4t A Yes. In the fall of 14961 Genarel Yaylor and
it : .
v Mr, Rostow returned from a visit to Indechina and made
g ¢ recommendations to the President, and a National Security
b
7 Council meeting, which I attended, was held on those :
i , i
. gﬂ recommendations. , : ‘
| . . . %
9;} ‘ Q pid you attend a Hational Security Counci
i .
1oﬂ meeting in Octeber, 12637
| o . .
11 A Yes., That followed another mezting -- another
B
% 1o trip by CGeneral Teylor and Secretary Mclamara, and on
! é'; 130 October 2, 1963, a meeting was held with respecht to what .
147 Vietnam cptions lay ahecad,
; 154 Q Is that a meeting that led to the statement
I .
I . .
164 with respect to the withdrawal of a thousend men?
i .
i i
i 174 A That-is correct,
| b
i i : . 2 As :
i 184 0 Were you generally involved, during your
19" term of Presidential employment or service, with the subject
i .
20| of Vietnam?
: , : .
o7 it A Only peripherally. To be frank with vou, ;
Ll
ZLi; this was partly because Vietnam was not a central issue to
! -
on || the President during most of his period in the White louse.
i ' _
o4 Berlin, Cuba, even Laos were of much more
; 25| Amportance to him in the foreign policy area, and it wvas
: i :
g i - i
; }
Al
o
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3 1 Sorensen - Direct
: it
: 21 partly because, as I said, the fermal USC meetings which
3 i
d 5
‘ & I attended ravely took up any of the real substance of
: !
4!? Vietnan,
55 G When did you leave service of the government?
i
6! A Three months after President Kennedy's death.
i
é 7 Tnat was roughly February 22, 1964, :
8 i 0 Did you remain with President Johnson during |
ji . : . : :
i :
L 9y those several nonths after President Kennady's death in the .
: it : :
i v N
10 samne capacity as counsel? ;
i ) '
r' i
11h A Yes. ;
i :
i . .. . :
121 Q During the period of your government serxvice,
did you do public writings aside from the writings you were :
i . :
2 } doing fcr the President —-- that is, writings in your own ,
| | |
i name?
E H
. A I delivered a series of lectures at '
8 Columbia University which were published by the University :
as a small book. - : P
s Q and the subject? ;
A That was called "Decision Making in the White !
1
i
House . ,
! 0 In what year?
| a
i A That was in the fall of 1363,
I Q After you left the position as counsel to the
i President, did you do writings on the subjact of foreign i
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i L 16,177

B ; .
1o Sorensen - Direct :

i 2! policy? i

J 30 A I firxst wrote & book on President Xennedy, :

3 . A N N .
.3 N and on my years with him, which I -~ which was celled
“ i: N )
Sl "Kennedy,"” and which certainly included o thoroush review,
G I hope, of his actions and attitudes in the foreign policy )
7 area. |
zf 1
9 i ¢] When did you write  the bhook? Y
] ;
R - A I wrote it from -- beginning after my !
104 departure f the govorr i 19 3 !
i lepar rom the govermment in carly 1264 and completed '
i : !
117 it in the late summer or early fall of 1965,
l ' ' ,
12§i 0 vould you describe the process by which you :
b ' ;
| . : o !
130 gatnered materials on which the book was based?
il
i
14f& A When I left the White House, I tcokx with ma ;
: 15 the sum ~- ;
;, 5‘ i :
i ty
1 I o .- X . . :
; ]6; MR, NISSEM: I think, your Honor, that there
i i : ' ’ ‘;
i ! . ; . . o
3 1755 1s no relevance to how a beook that is not in issue in this 1
j " | |
; 18 ; case is involved. ‘
: :
{ oo . :
s ~ T 1 . : '
! 19 - THE CQURT: Sustained.
3 o :
! 20 MR, BOUDIN: I refer your Bonor to the offer i
5 :
i 21 of proof that your Horor has before him.
! | |
i e TUE COURT: The objection is sustained. :
i -
1 S
g2 BY MR. BOUDIH:.
"W .
{ !
i { Q When you left the White House, did vou take |
{ - :
l ° '
% 251 wlth you materials which you yoursclf had writton?
! ! . '
|
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1 Sorensen - Direct
s

o A Yes.

S ’ ME, NISSEN: Objection; immaterial, vour

4 lionor.

- e

5o TiE COURT:  Cverruled.

R

6" BY MR. BOUDI:

—
T

7? 0 pid vou take with you materials which other
1 . .
8 )
8" persons had written for the government? ,
) :
g . MR. NISSEN: Same objection. .
| | |
10 THE COURT: Sustaiped.
i

11! BY MR. BOUDIN:

RS 0 Did you take with you materials which bore
: 150 classification marks?
E :h o
i 14p _ MR. NISSEN: Same objection.

THE COURT: The objection is

n
[
0
o
£
)J
o}
14
[sh
+3
g
D

line of inguiry --

MR, BOUDIM: Your Honor has -—-

THE COURT: =~— i5 ==

47, BOUDIN: -~ your lHonox will consider over

ko et s 40 Anie W e, a oL LA IULL

the nigit the offer cf proof which I have wade in the -

Sorensen affidavit?

THE COUXT: I believe I will resolve it after
we are through.
MR. BOUDIN: That will be satisfactory.  Quite.

THE COURYT: I think Mr. Sorence

ol
Ui

answer may
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16,179
; : Sorensoen - o
: : v have been incompleto.
B i = 1
; f' B You said that first yeu wrote. Vas :
: i i
; i I there scma other book that you wrotae? ‘
, :
¢ THE WITNDSS: Thank you. 1 did write another
! i ; ' : ‘
; 1 67 book entitled "The Kennedy Legacy," which inveolved the
; £
Lo 7o foreign policy attitudes of both John &nd Robert Kennedy i
& . gn o podlcy b i
: 8} and I have also written a considerzble numbar of articles .
i ! . . ’
! i ' . . . . . - . PR
; i % on foreign policy which have appeared in the Foreign Affairs |
Y :i . ) .
oo 160 Quarterly, the New York Times, the Saturday Review, and other !
: i . . \
E: 11 publications.
; 120 MR, BOUDIN: May the witness ba given i
Y I . . H
i i !
?; 13 Exhibit 8?2 i
o - i .
@ " !
Wooa : THE COURT: Yes, he nay. ;.
¢ 15, (Whercupon Government's Ixhibit i
16 8 waz placed before the witness.) !
1 g i
1 17; BY MR, BOUDIN:
| , i
i i 18 Q Mr. Sorensen, will you look at -- :
| R } , 1
H 4 : . i
: 8 - T . . .
i e 19 - , THE COURT: While that is before the witness,
] N =
s . . . i
i wo I would like to sce counsel at side barv. ;
i 311;' {The following further proceedings
; ? T »
: : 22y were had at the bench, in the presoerce :
s
i : 23 and out wf the hearing of the jury:) ’
! i
i . THE COURT: L have a couple of things, .
! i
1 M
‘ 25 Mr. Boudin inquired of my clerk abouh attempting tc finish :
{ : g !
! '
' a B |
! % H i
! 3 i i
‘ A; ! . N FIET

Ap'prbved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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affidavit are immaterial and ilrrelevant
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Serensen -~

Mr. Sorenzen this eVening 5o he can retura to the East, Tha
it seems, i« nil, I would say at this

I have suggestad that r would co later

inconvenienge the

SO we will guit a2t abous the

Same

On your offey of rroof, it is inpossible

for me o rule as to the relevance and materiality of all

facts that are set forth in this affidavit, 1 am not

sure, Mr. Nissen, if = I should make the statement, I

guess, that counsel has stated that he ig making an offer

of preof in the affidavit which was filed by Mpr, Sorensen

in the earlier motion for a hearing on the question of

discrininatory prosecutiocn,

The offer of proof on that issue ig

denied, but it isg impossible for me to say -- I don't want

to be rling and will not rule that all the facts in that

. because some of them

may be on varying issues

am saying, so you will know where to limi Your inguiry

that, as to the questjion of discriminatcry pProsecution, or

Ll

broadening it to administrative bractice, that that offer

of proof ig denied, and T will have to rule as

we go along.




&

ny reluctance o precs

H

through that.

b ot At e R o8 £ Aab 0 Yy hte aaA . anas ook S sa . ot e

e e vk

MR, BCUDTY:  Yes., Your Honor can understan

stions wheun I koow thatb your

tha line
THE CCURT: T understand.

- BCUDIN: T will have to weave my way

N ST R
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Sorensen -
MR, WEINGLAGS: So the record is clear,
there is one additional issue 2o which we offercd thin
proocf,and that ig the administrative practice respecting
the ownership of copies of documents which ara in the
possassion of GCovernment employees when they leave service,

Your Honor will recall in nmy cpenieg I

’indicated’to';herjury that the Questipn of the ownsrship
of the Pentagoﬁ Papers study, Volumes 1 th:ough'la, was
an issue.very much in doubt because of the acce%tabla

practice of former Government employees to take copies

of the material that wore gen ted in their offices with

them when they left Government.

¥ believe this witness would offer affirmative

proof of the fact that that was the practice,and, indeed,
he engaged in it, and that is in addition to the other
areas to which that evidence goes, . It goes, as well,

to the issue of ownerghip of the documents

THE COURT: I will consider thot an
independent offer of proof that you just made. As to

that offer of proof, it also iz deniled.

As to ihe thing that I mentioned -- we night

as well complete it now. Ag to the thing I mentioned on

the other witness' ofier of proof, if you can, get that

to me in the morning so I can generally look at it to

RN
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1 Sorensen -~ Direct :
I
L. prepare myself, : ' : X
! , |
D : It will be in camera, Mr. Nizsen, until
4 the witness testifion,
i ; :
g‘” (= . .
} MR, WEINGLASS: We will have it.
' ¥ i
! b MR, EOUDIN: How long are we going to go, |
i ‘ until 4:307
LE THE COURT:  4:30 or a little after.
: G . . .
4 {The following proceadings were had i
b 10 0 . :
4 b in open court in the hearing of the jury:)
1 THE COURT: Excuse me, ladies and gentle-
3 T
b S ) men .
% 134 . -
4 ! ~ Mr, Soresen, do yvou have the documeni hefore !
: e o
I !
1 5 14 ;
. ] n u?
? : : ¥e
! § 15
| : -9 THE WITNESS: Yes, I do.
! :
i 16 "% - SR W ; 1 ol
: . THE CCURT : Exhibit 8 is before the witness.
i v, i .
17
. DY MR, BOUDIN:
; .
i 18 ) ) " i
; Q Have you read Exhibit 87 !
19 . . ;
B A Yaea, T have, Mr. Boudin. )
207 5 . - .
! ~ Q Would you mind looking at ps 1 and 2, or,
o0, . R ! - ‘
ce rather, specifically, the second page after the cover, and
o - : . :
o read the title to the jury?
a7 . ’ _ l
el A “Evelution OFf The War, Phased Withdrawal :
o2 o ll
of U. §. Forces, 1562 to 1964." i
, . i
DE . » !
: . Q Could you-describe briefly the contents of i
? |
3
o |
¥ i ' |
i vt b
i f B
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Serensen - Direct

A vas., This book focuses almost exclusively
upon a proposal mada in 1862 to pfepare for the phased
withdrawal of Americin forces from the war in Vietnam and
for our ultimate disengagement.

This began in the optimism of 1962, when
there had been a settlenment in Laos, when American advisers
were in Vietnam and when the reports, rightly or wrongly,
were that all was going well,

Thers was‘hcpe that the strategfc hamlet
sitvation ~-- project was a success, that Americzn heli-

copters were doing thelr job -

THE COURT: He is testifying tc what he
believes is in Volume 8. If it is not, you may cross—

examine him on it.
MR. NISSEN: Is he responding to the

question of what is in Volume 87 I don't think so.

THE CCURT: Do you uhderstand the gues-
tion? |

THE WITNESS: Yes, I certainly do.

THE COURT: All right. ﬁou may continue,

:
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Serensen - Direct

BY THE WITNESS:
A And in that period of -optimism, it was
Secretary McNamara who proposed - at a Honolulu conference

.that a plan be prepared for the phased withdrawal of

American forces beginning in 1964 and drawn down over a
peried of four years and for a reduction of American aid.

pDuring the mornhhs that followed, covered

. this ﬁarticular report, a variety of plang and proposals,
; Y

drafts, models, alternatives, wére put forwa;dﬂ All of
t hem were rejected.

At first they were'réjécted as bheing too
glow and too costly, but inthe end they were reiected bhe-
cause they'were totally unrealistié and hadvno relation~-

ship to what was actually going on in Vietnam at that time.
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of a debate going on irszide the Government as to what was
the political and military situation in Vietnanm, how much

progress was being made. Miszions were sent out irom

‘Washington, and one famous mission came bhack with such a

divided report betwean the militaxy officizl on ths mission

and the civilian official on the mission that President

Kennedy said to them at the National Security Council -~

‘meeting, "Are vou sure vou two fellows went to the same

place?"”

Finally the situation detericrated sc that it

was clear that no plan for phased withdrawal would succeed.

_Before %that time, at the October 2, 1963, Natlional

Security Council meeting mentioned earlier, an attempt had

been made +o-surface this idea, and an announcenment was

raleas=ad that 1,000 men would be withdrawn from Vietnam

: by the end of that year., In fact, 1,000 men were with-

.

drawn, but approximately the same number were sent during

i

that period of time, so that it was not much of a with-

drawal, and the plan was formally abandoned in the summer

of 1564, when it was clear that it had no realistic meaning.

0 ‘Do vou have an cpinion, Mr. Sorensen, whether

the informatisn in BExhibkit €, 1if released in 1969, could
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i ; |
; 1 Scrensen - Dirsot
i I
2  have cauvsed injury to the United States> !
i - .
3 A ‘s, I vertainly have such zn opinion.
!
_ ' !
: ‘ : 0 Do you have an opinjen as +o vhether the i
¥ i 1
; i !
o - s . - LR
. information in thas exhibit, !

-9 have been of advantage

1231
U
o)
b
b
i
-
=
b
o
Yod
o
[
»
a
131

7% to the naticnal defense of &h United Statnes?

.

; i A Yes, 1 do have such an opinion
] 0 My first question, incidents2ly, which I would
R P s } . . \
AV like to repeat, is, when I asked you about injury to the

110 United States, I was referring to injury with respsct to

125 the natlional defense; you undarstand that?

is vour opinion a: iether or not

£ released

fote

0 Could the information in Exhibit 8

L an

n 1969, have caused injury to *the United States with K

[t

eéspact to its national defense?

H

) Certainly not,

MR, NISSEN: Obicection, youxr Honor., There

has been no showing that the witness is qualified to answer
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place, you must remember

i" ‘abandoned -and never formally adopted, hecause

ig meant by "related to the

ot}

THE COURT: Overruled.

BOUDIN:

Could the information in Exhibit &, if
been used to the advantage of a foreign.

espect to the national defense of tha United

to.

Could the informaticn

in 1969, have been used in a manner vprejudicial ta the

the United States?

2
Q
jo
Q
8

n my opinion.

Now, is the basis for the ¢hree opinions which

you have just given substantially the same?

Substentially, ves.

Aould you state the basis for vour opinion?

I'd be very happy to do so.

In the first

that what this volume deals with

essentially is a plan that the United States itself

it was

f released

in Exhibit 8, if released

'
'
1




mzaningless, beceuse it was unrealistic, becavse it was

ovt of touch with the events that were teking place in
South Vietnanm. It talks =2bout a sevies of drafts, a
arouments over the al but

none of them wer iopted, and I don't think that they
were very meaningful, The United States Government

decided they were net very mean ngful in 1964, much less

But that's veally a secondary reason. By 1989,
even if it had been meaningful in 1664, it certainly had
ne real meaning or importance in 1969, It cculd net have

been of advantag goverr mazc it could no% have

hurt the defensa the United Stakes in 1969

to talk about an abanaonndrplan for t:cop withdrawals back
in 1964, when in 1969 we “aﬁ over 560,000 men in Scuth
Vietnam; compared‘with 13,000 back in }964. The leaders

in bo*h countries were different, policies were different,

even the procedures by which decisions wers reached had

complete‘v changed by 1969. So in that sense it was meaning-

less then.

And finally, most of €his, th: essence of this
information, by 1869 had already been public. Some of it
was public richt away. There are White linuse rress releases

in heres, congressional testimon

e e ey 1y

H
1
1]

i
.
'
H
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>, In zddition % tha%, some !

that were made by Dl als, some of it leaked to

the e, end a good deal 0Z it has bheen -

s that others hava

ar

@

e
%

-

We asked

you before with respect to +he subject

of HIEs, *thesa National Intelligence Istimates. Can you

describa g 1i+t)

F=1 I

mors particularly whas they are?

. - . .
A Well, a Naticnal Ints ilgence Estimate is

the ‘intelligence community in N

the-Federal_Government to predict,

+ 0 give some kindg of judgment, as to what is_goingi

-+

to happen in tha near or far futurs, Some of those Guesses

turn out to be right and some of

them turn out tc be wrong.

THE COURT: Excuse me,
BY MR. BOUDIN:
0 ‘What are the sources for the infermation that

iv

abpears in'an NIZ? Where does it come from?

A It

«

‘aries widely. Some information in an -NIL -

cones from puklic sources; some of it is the cpinion, the

i Judgment, the guesswork, of members of thae intelligance

community; occasionally it's based upocn hard collections of

hard facts. put those are generally nox

are trying to predic* the future, not talk aboug the past.
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~erally that are marked with "Nsc.®

16,191
Sorensen -~ Direccot

Q If you were to lcok at an NIE

— any

that is, sinply an Nip, the number, and the date, without

any indication as to what the scurces wWere, could you tell

what the scurces were from o

all. B B o

| |
A Wo, no, of courss hot. _The fact that ia i
says "NIE" means almost nothing_ It might bhe extremelg:::::;:
valid and vaiuable and it might not be worth very much 3t¢‘ :?
i
,!
Q  New, you have testified before with respect
-to meetings of the National Security Councii. Yoq have

seen th

D
£
%)
I
=

the writings, documents, issued by the

National Security Council or in its name; have you not?

A Oh, yes; many timeg.
Q And do those do:uments-necessarily contain

material that ‘is marked top secret or secret or confidential?,

A 1 would say it's invariably marked that way, |
o ' !
ves, 5
o T . . : ' j
Q Do they centain information which relates ;
- |
to the natiocnal defense?. ... . - i
MR, NISSEN: Objection. Immmaterial, P

vour Hencor,' We're not talking about the documents here.

MR, BUUDIN: Talking zbout documents gen-
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BY THE WITNESS:

A Would you repeat the guestion, plea

BY MR. BCOUDIN:

Q . Surely, hen you see a marking on a docu-

ment which indicates that it comes from the NSC ——

THE COURT: Ycu hetter reread the guestion,

You're talking aboub a conmpletely different ques

fion. ) Re—i‘
féad.it. / A
(Thé Guestion Qas read,) .
‘MR, NISSEN: ;'We chiect to thatrqueséion,

your Honor.

THE CCGURT: Do you understand the question?

THE WITKNESS: vYes. And the answer ig
"Yes.fl
BY MR, BOUDI&:

Q - And sometimes

do they contain information

which does not relate to national defense?

MR, NISSEN: We object to that as immate-

)

Almost everything relates to the national
defense,

MR . BOUDIN: Withdrawn,

THE COURT: The question is withdrawn?
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Scrensen - pDirect
MR, BOUDTIN: Withdrawn, vyour Honcx ,
THE CUOURT: Ail right, The answer, then,
is stricken, ladies and gentlemen, and ig ¢op be disregarded
by you, |
Ask your next guestion,

'BY MR. BOUDIN:

Q -Would the release of an NIE ke of advantage
g

regardless of its contents?

to a foreign nation
= _ \

A Not every NIE regardless of its contents.

Objection as immateria vour

MR, NISSEN:

1,

4
[

Honor “You can't have an NIE if it doesn

S0 it‘s.immaterial.

MR, BOUDIN: o, I said regardless of

. the nature of its contents.

¢

THE CGURT:  The ohjection is sustained.

-

't have contents,

MR, BOUDIN:

BY MR. BOUDIN:

e

 ;$5eled “NIB"
wnat ‘
A

Of course not

Q Angd would

is stricken. - ;
e Rephrase your question.

All righ

wWould the release 'of an KI=Z, b
« b oFf advantage to a for

Was the nature of itg contents?

the release of an

t.

ecause it ig

eign nation no matter

NSC document
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cause injury f¢ the United States, regazdless of the

nature ¢f its contents, merely bhecause L4 wis an KSC doeu-—

ment?
A Ko,
¥R, BCUDIN: veur Honor, I'm prepafed to
turn o the next exhibit; I await your plessure on this.

THE CCURT: AlL right. - We will take

the afterncon recess.

" Ladies and

(e}

entlemen, we are going to take

the afternoon recess ncw until 8:45 a.n. tomerrow macning.

I know it's going to be 2 little earlier. I'd appreciate
it if you can all be here on tire, ‘as you have in the past,

Keep in mind, now, the statements that I have

macde to you befora, not to discuss this case amcnyg VOur -
. b , ; : 3 your

"welves or with anycne else c©r not to discuss anything at

all abcut the case or what cccurs in the courtrccm, Every-
Y

thing that you nsed and everything thet you should
determine the issues in this caze vcu should read, see, or

hear in this courtroom and not anywhere =lse.

(ALl right., S0 until £:45 fomwrrow morning

you are excused, and I hope you have a very pleasant even—

You may step down.

THE WITNESS: Thank vcu.

!
1
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~Witness Adams' pergonal file.

.;1!

all try te be here on time if we're going to run t

‘thatyway. Okéy.

There is a document marked A-£5,

position ‘on this. - We would like-to withdraw if cver the i
night, send a copy of it to Mr., Adems, and return it to .
the clerk in the morning.

THE CCURT: - Do vou have any cobhlecticn?

iz returned to the clerk.

THE COURT: ALl right, See vcu LOmMCILw

J$s

t 8:45. Let, me say to you what I said to the jury: Let's

(Wheroupon, at 4:30 p.m., an adjournment

i
S
1.
St
N
g

e

was taken toc reconvene at B8:45 a.m., Friday,

Maxch 16, 1872.
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f 7 (The following proceedings were

: ™ 4 S had in open court, cut of the presence

- £ and hearing of the jury:)

5 6 -  THE COURT: Bring the jury in.

?' - '7?- ~_ 'MR. BOUDIN: Your Honor, may the witness take §
%, the stand? - v j“-i
E THE COURT: Yes. Mr. Sorensen? » Jf’7?i
. 'THEODORE C. SORENSEN, B T s
X ‘called as a witness by the defendants jointly, having been:¥if
% ~ previously duly sworn, resumed the stand and testified

E - further as follows:. . '

- e i .

MR. WEINGLASS: Your Honor, may the record ..

:  show that Exhibit A-65 has been returned to the clerk this <

mdfning?
THE COURT: Thank you. . = .

E Good morning, Mr. Sorensen.

3 L . THE WITKESS:  Good;morning, your Honor.

1 'iiz K - (The following fﬁrther,pfoceedinqs

1 - oo were had in open court, in the presence

3 s pa and hearing of the jury:) [
f 22 THE COURT: Good'morning,‘ladies and -
: 25 gentlemen. ﬁ
=) i
3 . Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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1?% ' Scrensen - ﬁirect
g%: Mr. Boudin? . i
é%é MR. BCUDIN: Would the clerk give M;. Sorensen |
¢ Exhibit 97
5.' ‘ o THE COURT: Yes. : - %
i . ei ' (Whereupon Government's Exhibit E
} 7{1 | ) 9 was placed before the witness.) %
: |
B; i
J 9%23"'T~.“ - DIRBCT EXAMINAT;ON,(Resﬁmed)
Lo  BY MR. DOUDIN: | : o - S
lii : - Q_ ‘Mf. Soreﬁsen, Qould you be gqoa enougﬁ to turn&
,121i  tovﬁhe second page, which giveslthe number of the volume.in %
@7; 135 the Pentaan Papers séri;s-énd thgipgme‘of it,ﬂgn@méﬁgi?_%t E
| | T4 ‘: o td .th‘e Jury’) ' | 3
A15§ | A " Yes. ,fhis_is VQlume_IV.B.S;,entitled ' %
';iEiA "Evolution Of The War, The Overthrow Of Ngo Dinh Diem; ;‘“ ,"é
'i;iéé;  Méy fo ﬁoveﬁber;.i963.“ | o
-; 153 0 .vfﬁank you. Have you reéd that volume,
s Exhibit 97 .
' Eﬂi A Yes, I have, Mr. Boudin. é
R A : . : o 1
: 21§ | -!f ' Q 7'“ ‘wOuld'you deséribe,to”the 5&:? véry bgiéfly 'i
LIERIVE S A Yes. This exhibit is concerned entirely with |
.2;é» thé o#ertﬁ:ow ofvPremier Diem of Soufhtviéﬁnam in 1963 E
7 352’ and the eﬁents which.tdok plaée between May and Novembéf of ?

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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Sorensen ; Direct
that year.
The increasing remoteness and repression
of the Diem regime at that time posed a problem for the
United States. It was highlighted on May 8, which_was
" Buddha's birﬁhday, when a Buddhist politicai demonstration
was violently suppressed by the Diem regime, aided and
inspired by.the Premier's brother, Mr., Nhu, and, for that
'matter,'his'sister—in—law, Madame Nhu.

| | As a'fesult, pelitical appbsition to
the—regime Begah to rise in the country. Student
demonstrations occurred; a series of Buddhist monks or
priests burned themselves to death, and it was cleaf to the
United Statee that the political and,military situation
was.iapidlj.deteriorating.. |

hlS volame concerns itself wmth ehe

:debate ln“the Unlted States as to what could be done abeut
;iﬁ;, The fact is that Mr. Dlem, the. Premler, felt that the -

Unlted St ates had no alternative but to go along with him,

éﬁ-_and so he reJected the advice of Ambassador Noltlng, of

Anbassador Noltlng s .subordinate, Mr. Trueheart when

7'}-Nolt1ng left, of the new ambassador, Ambassador Lodge, when fﬁ

fi'he came to the scene later Lhat year.

and, as a xresult, the military leaders in South Vietnam felt

TR

Approved For Release 2005!11/28 CIA RDP90 01089R000100090002 2
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-',‘was,the situation in Vietnam, but also what should the

. General HarkinS; General Krulak, and the CIA mission chief

- in Saigon, wera on one side.

... power base or program."

16,201

4

Sorensen = Direct
‘they ought to take.the matters into their own hands and try
to brinqvabout a change in government.

- There were all kinds of plots, all kinds
of rumors reachiné the ears of the United States officlals;
there were, ipdeed, some specific contacts made with
u. s. officials which afe described.in this volume.

. There was a famous and controversial

. telegram sent from the administration in Washington --

controversial, in part, because the_President and others

were out of town at the time —- which indi¢ated that the
United States would not block an overthrow of the Diem

regime, There was no overthrow at that particular time.

The debate continued, and this overlapped

'somewhat with Exhibit 8, which I mentioned yesterday[

' - because the debate concerned not only how good or how bad.

.'i United States do about it, and the military and the CIa, .

They said, "We h@d better go along with

iﬂl»?remierjbiem;, He's all we got. Nd.one nas any political

The State Department, Ambassador Lodge,

- -.unlike his predecessor Nolting, and others said, "No; it is

ApproVed For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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1 o ’ Sorenson -~ Direct

impossible with Diem; it is a hopeless cause. If the mllltary
35; wantq to try their hand at it, the United States should not
é? : ag; stand‘in their way." o ' o '

& : ‘ After the McNamara-Taylor mission to

(T WAL RN [V W R 1109 K Y T IR RO N T WIS NI T S R RGN NPT L) WS I IO AL O
o

South Vietnam, a compromisé approach was tried in which
pressore wasrput on Premier Diem ﬁo get rid of his brother
and sister~in—law aﬁd»try to reform his government.and its ..;
__aotiﬁude'towaéd.the'nuddhists and the Students. }"’ : f.ib
| There wasvalso another oltérnative thaﬁro;‘
:ot léaSt crept7iﬁto the disoﬁsoion at.tﬁis point, and that g
waé cne inﬁroduced by Attornoy General Kennedy and by a -;
State Deoartmant-alde, nanely hat if all the. alternativés |
wera as hopeless as they sounded oerhaps the United Statns i
snould consxder getting ouo of Vletnam altogefher.
Flnally, on Novembnr lst, the oenerals >-?
~aoted. ‘xhej used their forces to surround the capitol; they ?
overthrew the government of Dlem Diem and.hv brother |
;“_esoaped into hiding, but,fas:was-well feported in the press -

f“_ aﬁ that”tiﬁe, they woﬁe eventually captured and killed.

The aftermath whlch ls descrxbed at the
'c‘ose oF thls voiuﬂe tells about the succeedlng government.
It was weak. The econonj Of-SOLth Vletnam began to
deterlorate,.and the Unlted S+ates.began to Fxnd out that

the reports it had been recezvxng from tha country were not
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Sorensen - Direct
altogether. accurate, ard that the situation was much less

optimistic than they had thought.

Boay o R
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1 _1%2 | Sorensen - Direct i
2%5 : o Thénk you; Do you have an opinion, Mr. | i
3%3 Sorensaen, as to whether the information in this Exhibit g ?
,:“ éi?-. Yo. 9,'cbvering~this-period Méy +o November, 1963, if it %
.§@1~ 5;; ~had been feleased in 1969 could have caused injury to E
‘éii the United Staﬁes or advantage to a fbreign nétian in |
i; 7§i relaﬁion to the nationai defense of the United States?
: : | A ‘.Yes,if do have guch'an opinion.
‘fQ  _'\Dg‘yéu bavé an opinion as to whether the

information in that volume, if released in 1962, could -

g have been used in a manner prejudicial to the interests

190 of the United States? ' i
L 1 . -

Y : »
o . S _ _ . ;
T - . A _ I do have such an opinion. Yes. ,5
g}»._ﬂm N -‘-,..i' A . _' ‘ ! ’ ' ' . !
: . 3145 L " Could the information in that exhibit have !
e b S
iz . been used to cause injury to the United States in relation |

-

i--+ to the national defénse;'if.reiéased in 19692

,]ﬁo;'; s
o ~ Could the information in that exhibit, if E
%ele;éed i#.iS6§, haye been use& tovthe‘adv;ntage of a i
".féréign‘natioh”with résééétitd ;he‘défepse-of the Uhitéd“:  §
‘r'étates? | | | o - g
0. '1Could‘the,inf6:m§£ion héve_been_used(iif

!
:.. released in 1969, to the prejudice of the defense interests |

. of the United States?
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- Al‘ Sorensen - Direct |
- i
|

2 L No. o

: | o

2 - ' ) now, with respect to the three opinions which !

- you have just expressed, is +he geneval basis for those’

o

o

+hree opinions the same?

"‘6; : . A ,Yes, it»is, Mr. Beudin. l
7? ¢ - Vould you stété.to the;jury and to. the court %
:eai,-? the basis for your oplnlon°' |
'ff;fif;:éz 'ef . E 3’ : I would be very glad to do that. i
*;:isé_l t. » : v' To an upuqual extent, everything —— the essencei'
ST L . 7 o
{115‘_, ofvwhaﬁ is in this volune was alrﬂady in publlc prin*> ‘~§
;ié& e by 1969.3 ‘Much'éf it is concerned with news events, tha . %
y ‘“. | ‘e.lsge over+hrgw of tﬁe governmentn hé aesaSSLnatlo? o%—a p%emier,‘
e &}.'m-1:14i- “the press s,atenents made by +he United States OfflClalsA‘ E
e efliSi‘ef.at the t-me, the ralds on- *he Buddhist pago@as; the‘ ;;
: 6 ;SUPPIESSLOD of the Luédhls* demonstratlons - vorybody '%
§ 5;was readlna abouﬁ 4'ha.upz;n *he newspaonrs at. the txme.‘ ‘é
g‘ : . '1‘; is pulled together here agaln (1pdlcab1ng) '%
i 5 v : :
'ii§élf L!>L ;__;f “_ Moreover, thls.was one of those 1§su°s which E
7?3?? bltterly dlvwded Ameflcan off1c1ais themsélves; I recall E
R . - . . - t
i f:lé how bltter it was and How each slde would take the
7 “Jigéiéng*case to the . néwsﬁépera; eltber *hrough leaks or through
}:- T.53?23; :v'dlrect étatehents.
] L. This kind of 1nfo*ma*1on, the facts upon whlch
; flzgﬁ_:;;;heir jﬁdgments were based, was given'to thé neyspapermenff
4
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_books that have been written on this subject, and it is

!
'fi.State in the Paper that the best sources about the .'t,-_jﬁng
i

ﬁfSchleSLnger, Roger.Hilsman, Tom ‘Meklin wrote books that_

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 16,206

!
‘ !
'
i

Sorensen - Direct ‘
: : . i
or wonen who were on their side or who weres friendly ?

¥ ‘
!

to then. Anything that wasn't given to the newspapers(:::::j::

at the time has long since been given to a variety of

a subject well written about.

In fact, the authors of this Pentagon Paper

'f,plo*tlng that went on in South Vietnam and the meetings - - | -

that +oo place in the United States Government are the

‘ published books;

A man named Shaplen, who was on the scene in

South Vlntnam, has written all about +he fevolt; Arthur

'are regarded by the autbors of ‘hls as auhhorltatlve,

whlch conhaln the ‘essence of *hls mater1a1 and other

;books by Halbcrstam, by Mar guerlte hxgqlns, and by others -

;f}feven my boo? had some of thlS same material in xt, so it

*.fabout a premxer, who ln 1969 was no longer there what

‘25ffWas 311 VerY well known long before 1969.

Secondly, you.want'tc bear in mind that there.;if~-ﬁ%

is'an'éfgument going on here (indicating). That is what

;3fis deséribed.in this'book, an argument about what to do



"""'W: ; : . o oo

: | 16,207 |
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Sorensen — Direct ;

7L
i e a~ . rd P
S : , ; - f
T | . i
o - There was conflicting advice; there were f
. '
: i
3 predictions, judgments made, but those had no applicability |

to 1969 wha*tsoever.

£w

£ The governments had changed on both sides;
'gf Diem was gone; the govermment who had succeeded him was - %’
7 gone; and, sad to say, President Keﬁnedy was also gone. ;
g R ) !
:. 8; The leadership had changed; the policies had changed. %

The United States relatlonshlp with South P
Vletnam had conpleuely changed, and we bad nd\relationship

with any other country in the world anything like the !

S relationship we had witﬁ South Vietnam in 1963 so this i
 iv : ”7ff15i - was not a precedent; had no applicability to anything else, %
é ,,ga} |   £§5. and \would; therefore, nét be of an& real use at all in g “é
; iiisil 1969 to. another country with respect to the defense of |

_the Unltnd States.

' And I thinkvthatvis all. I think those aie‘ i

ﬂsufficient.

¢ Vere the leaks to which you referred unusual,

_Or were they part of a general practice inside the covern~-

{ - ment?

- THE COURT: Excuse me --
-MR. NISSEN: ijection, your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained.

i

t

. _ o

. MR. NISSEN: Immaterial. : - C#;
. : , _ C
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E - 1; | Sorensen - Direct ?

= MR, BbUDIN: I take it the line to which I §

| 2. had intended to -- |

? e i B : ' THE COURT: The line is as I mentionad yester- é

é ¥§' 5; day at side bar. g
= E: _ | MR. BOUDIN: Precisely. I have no further

o _ |

7. questions._- i

ﬁ'é}‘. | THE COURT: 21l right. Again, Mr. Weinglass, é

o _ _ _ _ |

" this is a joint witness?

MR. WEINGLASS: Yes, \

THE COURT:  Cross examination, Mr. Nissen?

| o i
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1 ' Scrensen - Cross i
R, ) CROSS EXAMINATION ‘
BRI S w
A
3 BY MR, NISSEN: : .
v 2 e What has bheen the extent of vour military .
2 - . £ “service, sir? |
g A I have not served in the military forces ?
" themselves. . o ‘ _ :
0 How much time have you spent in Vietnam, sir? !
A In Vietnam? . | R
e , A I have not spent any time,. i
Doyl ' MR. NISSEN: We have no further questions ¥
:?:izf of this witness. | D ' 7 N - o
% T . THE COURT: All right. Redirect? o
";5i' : . h MR. EOUDIN: No, your Honor, no redirect. '~ N
- '~ THE COURT: All right. Mr. Sorensen, thank ;
< you, =
_ THE WITMESS: Thank you. i
THE COURT: Call your next witness -- Well, ?
7”w _:j?"._beLore you call th*s rext w1tness, you have filed this g
SR |
e document this nornlng, and I want £o take a look at it. ;
R _ . y R i . !
_ 'f Give a copy_;o_tne Government,‘and,——; This_ _mf
: - will‘beﬁthe next witness? |
MR. WEINGLASS: Yes. ‘
- THE COURT: Give a copy to the Government. :
; pproved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 |
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. . ' . !
Ladies and gentlemen, I am going to have

to take a few minutes to read this, so you will get an

/
schedule is different

o e s

L]

extra cup of coffee this morning. The

from what I anticipated, so it will be about five or

. @‘ '
[ AN

XML RTINS U 10 NSRS TR T VL /P ACEN P

W B At

" ten minutes, and then we will have you back in again.

Thank you. .

(The following further proceedings

51y

t

'

_ 3 R
were had in open court, outside the presence .. :
_ pR

I

‘and hearing of *he jury:)
THE COURT: Who is going to examine?
MR, WEINGCLASS: Mr. Young.

THE COURT: Nr., Young, what is your

1
MR. YOUNG: I would say about an hour and a !

'THE COURT: All right. We will be in recess

(

until I get a chance to look at +his. - : -

(Recess taken.)

7§ Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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| J. & con Llati, oz tha "top secrel®

stanps oo

o freuently and routdinody oo iao wit ok the buricfest and
.
, looseslt considacallinn ol

i

o, b any, el and concroue !

injury fo Ubho npation’s oo o0 Dhv o dntoress o couid resuli b

4 1
the g(:na:{:uj‘t public wern to bo granted acceess to the informsilas;
foond, ence apglied, the tenwes of such cloaoificotions ‘1:01{@.’!.}/ i;’:?
'oever reflesis a though! fod coeonsideration of whelher t'nc:
passag:

» ol tine and event: has alterad the originsl goounds

.
[
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- v e o > 13 !
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§

o
1

s
4
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13
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denied fa:z

o
w
ol
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0
o
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i

pre-

\

f
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e
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5. Daring e vears in the Mhite Housce it was not
N | Joa :

‘ phusual far e or othar gooorenent of fieials

£l

to have phoio

! Locopiod ov oihovuico roprocdaced clazaificd docunmenls or orpe s uls
. . .
13
Pl ofyom: to foke sush dowoiontg honme fon review: osn Lo
: . .
H s b canmrrarLee  thoan abFheral o Filize thom v
b ofrem theso samnarieoe bhoa, or otherwloo utlllize ohom an
¢ i |
GoMofL-line record,” "bachgurouad, T ow cthos Jads of sensions
1 i : :
h é with one or more 1®ProapntuLiVG5 af the nows medla and
I ‘ il
i ccecasionaily ia spezeches. No ornal auihnrity wag sought
-t ' o - - . < »
1 oy ohonined Tor such ous.s, el no dnvesbtigation ox procaecution
. .

ensued. On the

the Tresident. Secrebary of State
! B . i

i . . - . . P . .
f. Secretary of Doefonss, Atlorney Goneral, Speclal hesigbanl Tor
]

. Naoiioral Seo 2, iractor of C.T.A. and other nemn-

hers of the Webional Ssmouvity Council Muonedngly and dedld

erately disseminated cuch icfowmation from rime to time in

order

ance the intereshs a parbicular pauson,

pariy ov Dopartment, or the Administration

K
i .
. ooatgetd opician, the national interest. Lessoer
T ¢ ) : .
l: b - -. - .- .
: 4 offictals often Jdid tho. sawe D00 these reasons and otheos
' L ipciunding the maintenares of fricndship with nevsmen, a
; : B o ,

o

desire to demonstrate how much they knew or how important

Lodrbed 3 AEE-
v el eeee

i e

they were, a desire to undercut a rival official or agency,

or a desirc to oppose a policy or proposal with vhich they

disagread. VYhile the “uasident

wipressed
rritation over those Mleaks” of classified in?nrmation
and docunents, on i.m;:-5;'113;_-'.;:&".1()51 vias rarely ordered i')AJ".d -
evan wlinya o

mriainator ol Tha Un;xni'h‘:’vfri;{r.vﬂ A maenmination

was discoverod —= prosermUion Vas ool o
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hen g Qpvesatn
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1

of o nucleay waapon ir asoving dovice hod bean leaked a

A ("1”-* carlic: Lo Drov loarson. Peing ¢

GO0 Do wnieh appoored in Lhe press

last year, T Lpow of not dring dncthose documents which
compiares in any way willh tha seriousness’ of some of +he

.
above mentioned disclosvres.  Pove IJLJUHS of past

- discussions, considerations, predictions, infournmation,

e Lowan atan iavosesd Lhat the technical dolai

_»’ orally L('"‘ll]ckr

atzgy,

priorities, plans und assessments, unlike the then-current

informatiorn and technology'revaaled in nane of
cannob comprowisze corront cational seonrily.

cution occurxed in any of those cascs,

v

- 8. Ci ssificed documents ar‘the informa@ion Carvge-

L Alv

these cases,

bk no prosdo-

tained thaorein alao weachned public ”Scw hJUUUh ihe books.

aml o Licleb of former. QUWﬂ“nmént afhlcmqtg
. . {

Leeolﬂg with the long CulPP that the papers

N e o

files of the Pto:iﬂrn% and his top appointoes helon&”to
i . .. ik =

3

'heir'servicc,'i"fémdvna 67 cartonf o{ pc]

‘_—\“
Lxom my office in the Wnite duuse upon my. deparLure in

o
.

have many

tines observed this practice and nart:c;o “ted Jn it.  Tn”

and

.) N

wand«may'ne~removed frod theil 0Ffices at the conclusidn of
. N - | :

files of all Kinds (l cartons of wnLch vere “classified")

Februarcy of 1964. I drcu vpan this mater1a1 eepixg some .
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informal rovi

s

submitied portions of i nantuoripi for

individualys wha then or poovicousiy served in high ratlons )

securily vositions, [ At not cock of chtain any foo

clearance or approval frc. thoe governeent and was et no tinmoe

CKennedy .Library; and thz governmeni; acting through. the

Slative history of the Presidential Libraries Act of 1255

questioned or reprimanded in this cegard. The governmant,
speaking througn the Mational Archives, asked me as the

lowful Gunec of hono panors o donate Shoon to,fn; United

States of Amer for evaontual deposit in the Jehn FPitzgerald

Internal Ravenus Sorvaios

. recognized that these wexe my pro-

perty in grawting a tax doduchtion for this gift. 7The legis-

and the Federal Property and Administrative Services

1949 made clear thal these were my papars to dispose of as ©

saw fi "y nucH as Sherman Acams, Sawuel Rosenman, Clark

Cll £ofd and a gLoat mony others had

[
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ULTERD 0 oy DrsrRiers Couny

FOR WIS Chires 1) DESTRICT OF CALLITZORMIA

v

UNTTED GTATES OF ArLRICA,

Plaintcll,

NO. 9373- (L) -CD

VS, '
AFFIDAVIT OF

LUTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR., THEODORE C. SORENSEM

DANIEL ELLSBERG,

— e e S e e

befendants.

v STATE OF NIEW YORK

COUNTY OJF NEW YORK

THEODORE C. SOREMSDH, being duly sworn, deposa2s and

1. I am a wmember of the law firm of Paul, Veiss,

Rifkind, Wharton & CGarrison, 345 Park Avenue, New York,

New York. l

' 2. Having scrved as a lawyer in both the Bxecu.ti\'e
. and Legislative branches of the Federal Government from 1951
to 1964, including more than three years as Special Counsel
to the President, at which tiwe I held a top‘security

» clearance, participated in Mational Security Council meetings,
; read classifiod documents daily, and drafted many such docu-
vomenkts to or for the President, I am very familiar with the
United States Covernnmaent's military, diplomatic and intelli-
aence onerations, nolicies and p

nractices, as well as thosc

xegarding the classilication of various papers in the name of

,Ual\-ﬁnm,‘ ggLW,L‘J],' f\/Lsg,J v\m(w,lf- ac o J;(r.rm%1 fmw ciH')-a,\

who is prouwd of his vears of public sorvice and who rocognizas

i fothe peed tor o bt od o anount! of socrecy in govevrnment,

e ek gz
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3. L ocan flatly stuoa that "top secret™ stamps are

mn—

i frequently and routinely oo’ iad with only the briefest and
. . ,
. loosest conzideration cf vhat, il any, direct and concrete !

— W E T

injury to the nation's

cur il

Lo interests would result iﬁ

N . . . i
1t the general public were to be granted access to the ;nformatlon;
‘ ;

Y and, once applied, tha tenure of such class lflCaLlOns raLely if

!
ever reflects a thougntful reconsideration of whether thq ;
' | i
. f passage of time and events has altered the original grounds. !
i . i '
{ . . : o |
i 'The public's right to be informed, and the Congress's right to |
i

f
be informed, have not to ny knowledge been regarded as important

' criteria by those deterwmining classifications. Nor is consi-

|
| |
y @ deration given to the danger of irreparable injury to the |
H i
; ‘ ﬁ national security interest of the United States if the public E
1 2 and Congress are denied facls necessary for an informed judg— :
" i H
W ﬁ ment, enlightened debate, tha correction of mistakes, thé dis- ;
- ;b l
E continuation of invalid policies and strategies, and the pre- %
H i
; 'i vention of a renetition of past errors. , ; i
)
|.§ ;g ' 4. I have frequently read classified documents con- %
¥ i i
1 | ; taining information which was not secret, or the secrecy of i
) %g which was nol necessary for any conceivable purpose related !
i b
? to national scourit was distinguished from political i
| 3
ﬁ ernbarrassnont, or which the public and the Congress had every !
A ' % right and reason ta know in o democracy. HMany such documents i
| ] 3
- é ; contained informmation which vas well known to this country's Y
. ’ 1
E':‘ anemios or advoraacicoz who v invelwed therein; and thus
!Jlk the only poopla donl, th s o Tarmation as oa result of the ‘
1
class fieahin - of J/tl docvwends weve Hop oo lerc 06 J{M -
I\ t _ . o
= | congy onn Al Lo epoyneg o1 ;\‘:“1‘ T .
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m .

S. During ny years in the Winlte louse it was not
unusual for me or othery qovvrnmont_oiiicials to have photo- :
copied or otherwise roproduced classifiod documents or encerpts
Y
J . therefrom; to take such docunonts home for revicw; or to guote
i . .

; | from them, summarize thow, or otherwise utilize them in |

"

1“ ! "Off-the-record," "background," or other kinds of sessions

with one or more representatives of the news media and

occasionally in speeches. Mo formal authority was sought

or obtained for such use, and no investigation or prosecution

ensued. On the contrary, the President, Secretary of State,

Secretary of Defense, Attorney General, Special Assistant for
b P

National Security Affairs, Director of C.I.A. and other memn-

ji bers of the National Security Council knowingly and delib-
erately disseminated such information ffom ime to time in :
order to advance the intecrests of a particulaxr person, i
policy, political party or Dopartment, or the Administration
itself or, in their opirnion, the national interest. Lesser

1 officials often did the sawe for these reasons and others -- !
: . o |
+ }

p with newsmen, a

I

including the maintenance of friendshi
j desive to dgmonstratc how much they knew or how important
. they were, a desire to undercut a rival official or agency,
or a desirc to oppose a polic& or proposal with which they
disagreed. While the President frequently expressed
irritation over tﬁcsu "leaks" of classified information

and documents, an invoestigalbion was rarely orxdexred and --
' | Y

ayven whara thoe originator of 1ha upauiboasi zed disaemination
was discoverad —- l.ni()f;a!(':llt.ihl‘. Wl ROV OY uilaad

-

ﬁif‘,’";é.?dw Vo ”?’th\v' ""\w A R "ﬂ“v« 1-'.\"3"‘.‘!2'-% =
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; } ? security ..." (Address, American Newspapers Publishers i
i 1 1 Association, April 27, 1961} Even this speech, in which the :
- L i
_1; d President at the beight of the Cold War was concerqed about
? i the publication ¢f necessarily secret information and g
1‘ % appealed to the nation's press to voluntarily and privately l
3 € consider its own responsibilities in this regard, he refused
i J to propﬁse, much less impose, any form off governmental é
{ restraint, and spoke sharp!” against censcrship, concealment, j
Ul : i
i the stifling of dissent and the covering up of nistakes, é
{
{ and uxged only self-discipline and sclf-restraint as the %
i . . ;
ﬁ basis for proventing hacmful unapthorized disclosures. .On L
. i
Ji l é the basis of wany conversatiohs with the President on this !
’ | ! topic, T kmew kthat this wes consistent vith his belief and !
' : )
1 i .practice.‘ o stated to e and others his beliel that the é
:;.| | press cxred dn withholding the aﬂvance information it E
i ! '
:i{; possessaed on the of & invasion, tuasiuch s revoelation
R ] ok the roal Dacto w20 Dave © et D B I ‘
: . i
1 i ill-coasidored vonbtnre, T 'f‘"‘
‘
K
{
{

o w ot . DR Sl KR IU L N S A A
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6. T vas thoe ~irw of President John . Xennedy

"that the dangers oY cwclug

2nd unwarranted concealm=z2nt

of his progran. FPor from that scrutiny comes understanding;

and from, that understanding cones

G support or opposition.

And botn are nacessary ... I have complete confidence in the
response and dedication of ovy citizens whenever thev are

fully informad ... [Glovernmant at all levels must meet its
obligaticn to provide you [the press] with the fullest

possible information outside thae narrowest limits of national

i
i ©oof pertinent facts far oulbuelsifed] the dange which are
P ! - . '
§ L . . . . N . . N
i cited to justify iv ... W2 Prasident should fear scrutiny
!
R

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 e

LR,

e ol T C:; N G sy = T Y WU e ’ﬁf; ?‘r"-“ ,""-{‘» 3 A o e T T v"""‘. oS Jo .
3 ’“"Wh T e e ’3*‘?“‘?:_’;":"’" N T e K e R R IR
P T L e e L R

AT




——

T

7. Iu the coyrse of

the President, and provoarving 7o

with the notion™s ton oditor

rorking on that speech for

iis subhsaguent

reeting

Intelligencas Acency end obhars

long list

.
in the opinion of the C.I.A

A, seriously compromised oux

national

in

security.

of unauvthorized Jdigclosures to the pre

the afocementionad Presidential speech as follows:

Sowe aof those

= on this tople, the Central

directad to my attention &

ss which,

examples were summarizad

5

[
i
"Mietails of this nation's covert pre-— ‘

parations

NeWSPAP2 L

that. the

and the nature of our forces and we
~and our plans and stiet

have all
other nevs w

S1A

been pinpoint

Lo counter the onomv’% covart
operations hs

1ave haeen available to every
ader, f[riend and for alike;
2, the strength, the location
apons,
2av for thalr use,
ed in the press and i
wadia o a degree sufficient to

wilitary skrodegy fvom the

satisfy any foreign power; and that, in at

?aJ\, i publication of detalls
Catt ing a sccrat mechanism whereby :
satellltc ware followed vequired its |

alteration at tha expense of considerable
time and money.

Further examples provided to me after

this speech included
newspaper and magazine stories revealing details on new

weapons; on U.5. methods of detecting Soviet missile and

other tests; on SAMOS and other reconnalissance satellites;

on the U.S.

saining position in advance of the Test Ban

talks in Genewar; om a2n internal memorandum regarding

Secratary of State to the

Secrotary of Tufe

on - comn

lopments in the uge

»1r propulsion for submarines,

carricrs, aiverafll,

mocke arnd power plants; and on a
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rovealaed to the Ruagsians our anSlity Lo monitor thoue
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Joveloppentn, Towas olao iadoound that the technical dotalie

of a nuclear waapon trigurring device had bezen leaked a

decade carlioe:r

Daarason., Peing dgznorally familiar
with the “"Pentagon Punzrs” whﬁgh appeared in the press

last year, 1T hknow oFf nothing in those documents which
compiares in any way with tha seriousness cf some of the
above meﬁtioned disclosures. "“VFlJthP” of past stratoqy,
discussions, considerations, predictions, information,
priorities, plans and assessments, unlike the then~-current
information and technology revealed in sowme of these cases,
cannot compromisze current national security. But no prose-
cution occurred in any of those hdﬁés.

8. Classificd documents or the information con-
tained therein also reached public view thrdugh the books
anid articles of former governmant officials. I have many
times observed this practice and participated in it. 1In
keeping with the long-standing nractice that the papers and
£iles of the President and his top appointees belong to tham
and may be removed frow their offices at the conclusion of
their service, I removed 67 cartons of papafs, documents and
files of all kinds (7 cartons of whicﬁ viere "classified")
from my office in thé White ilouse upon my departure in

Tebruary of 1964. I drew upon this material, keeping some

of it in my cwn honme, in writing the book KB DY, published in

1965, The clossified waterial included copies of the chnedy—

}

Khrushchev corvespondence, thoe transcripb of theoir swmil nmeot-

ing at Vierna, secret mamoranda and directives rcelating to the |

Cohan migslle visis ,Bev{m) lags < meagmscs ) o Hog
Bay of Piygs, as vell an olhar Dresidontial leticrs and

menoranda of conversalioun.  Althouah Foaeaspally did not

i

e
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use quotation niarks whon axbrachting classiiiced matarial

an<l

subuitted portions of the nanunoripi for ihformal review to

individuals who, then or provicusly served in high

rational

security positions, I did not seel or obtain any fo:

nal

clearance or approval [ron the governiment and was et no time

questioned or reorimanded in this regard. The govérnmant, )
. 1
speaking througn the Vational Archives, asied me as the E
lawful owner of these poapers to donate them to the ‘nited
States of America for evontual deposit in the John Fitz ald

Clcager

Kennedy Library; and thz government, acting through the

(o)

i
)
|
!
|
|
i
H
.
i
[

‘.

!

ﬂ Internal Revenue Service, recognized that these were my nro-
' .

' perty in granting a tax daduction for this gift. 9Yhe legis-
lative history of the Presidential Libraries Act of 1955

and the Federal FProperty and Administrative Services act of
' 1949 made clear that these were my papers to dispose of as 1
saw fit, much az Sherman Adams, Samuel Rosenman, Clark |

i Clifford and a grecat many others had donec before me.

9. I also served as wmofficial editor of the

posthunously published manuscript on the Cuban missile crisis

\ by Robert F. Kennedy cntitled THILTEZM DAYS. That manuscript
A quoted from previously classified letiers of President Kennedy
and Soviet Chairman Nikita vhrashchev, summarized a highly

classilied memorandum Lo tha Adttornew

|

Gzneral froem J. Edgar |

!

Hoover, and quotcd a varieiv of !

extromely confiidential

i conversations. Mo guastion vas raised silbh raspect to this

publication. . :

i T

‘7’_‘

r

oo .
i vk v
s ¥ ) 3 - Py %.W\?‘W""‘ wwk‘ts W"’}" [P
* g 3 ¥ AN R o L Rt P s TR Wl g T 4 Wyﬂ‘,.
ooy F X e :vi&_:x.’b’g:\ o R T L e S

S—

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP9Q—01089R000100090002-2

AT, .l

| R S T S




. i .Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
i

|
! 10, what all of the above boils down to is this:
: The government has alrevs: roeognized and eccupted the fact
i - - v - - =
i ( that avbiivayy, incongiciont and indiscriminate over-classziiri-
f : cation ol documents ewlasbs; and thab consaguently large amounis
} . h
1 .
§ | : of classified material aro passed from the governmsnt Lo the
L . !
' : public -- gometines to thz government's ombarrvassment, ;
E occasionally cvan to its ncy - a3 part of the system of
“ : 1
' . .\ - . L . !
] ‘ governing and living in an opan socieby.  Boecause classified
ll .
X
i 5 Jabels have comn to mean o little in praciicz, and because {
| | i
( A . ; !
| : the guidelines for classification, daclassification and f
‘\ : utilization . of classificed :nterial aro so vague and obscure !
. 1 K
i -hat no one can bz certain when they are violated, hundrecds :
4t o '
y ! i :
o ! © of violations of the letter of the law if it is broadly !
" { , .
| ! i
1 + interpreted occur every mcnth. The government has accepted !
N [}
.i R . R > R i
7 : this as an inhercent part of our system and has relied on
| - ;
Y the support of subordinates, on their loyalty, consciences :
K ' . i
. :
; : and self-discipline, and cccasionally on aduinistrative
; _ .
! 1 e s oot il 32 e prend : - |
i vrocedures to deter and correct the dissemination or thosa }
'
1
K state secrets that are actually injurious to the naticnal .
1 - ‘
‘ . osamurity. :
ﬁﬁ i 13y I understend that this affidavit will be sub-
)
I ! .
Jj i nitied by coursel for the defensae. ;
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1 TIED STATES DISTRICT COUHT
iERN DIBSTRICT OF NEW YORK

o umws

N
2t e . s o 20 0 o 28 A 8 s

e

UNTFED 3TATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Civil Actien
v,

v

T1-2662
HE NEW YORK TIMES COMPANY, et al., 3

Defendants.

-
o PRS- - w1 e 31 s 3 s

STATE OF HEYW YORK

e v a2
W
2]
a

CounTY OF HEW YORE

THEODORE C. SORENSEN, belng duly syorn, daposesn and

l. I am a wepber of the lay flrm of Paul, Welss,
Soldbery, RAfkind, Wiarton & Jarrizon, 345 Parle Avenue, Hew
Yok, New York.

2. Having secrved as a lawyer in both the Executivs
and Lepglslative branchez of the Pederal Government Irom 1951
o 1983, ineluding more than three yosrs &3 Special Counsel
to the President, at whdsh ¢ime I held 2 top sscurliv
gizarance, r2ad classifled documants dally, and dredted mony
such documents o or for the Presidendt, I am very fapiliar with
the United Statés Governwent's prastlezs regarding the elasai-
fieation of various nopers in ths naus 6? natioval securlty.

3. Having read the matgyplals appearing in tihe few York

on Juna 13, 14 and 15, 1971, I an fao3lizr 4n 2 general

5&§y with the Times' publicaetion of summasries of, excarpis from

and documents attached to o historleal study of ¢his nation's
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deepening invoelvemant in the Vietnam ¥War condueted by the
Dapartment of Lafense.

Y., A Gatermination by the Government or anyone cloe
a3 to whether our natlon's ssourlty requirea the withholding
from publie view of gny partieulsar document or docuxents 1z not
2 matter requlring nllitary or other hiehly specialized
agpertise. The highly individuazl snd Frequently arzitrary
oninlon of the elassllfyving olfficer iz thus entitled to no or
1ittle mowe welght than The opinlon of any other informed and
conceyned cltlzen. “Top seoret” stamps are frequently wnd
routingly applied wlth only the brlefest and loosest connl~
Qerention of what, 1f any, direat and concrobs injury to the
nation’s securdty interasts would repuld Af the general nublle
wzire to be gmranted aceess to the Information; and, once
applied,the tenure of such clasgsifications rapely i ever
rallects a thoughtful reconaslderation of whather the DPR33ZZ?
o Blme and events has gltersd the oxiglnal grounds. The
pudlictsz »ight to be informed, and the Congress'® rizht to be
Infermed, have not to my knowledgs been resgarded as inmportant
cyiteria by those determining classificatlions.

5. The nation's security does legitimabely require
the wituhalding from public view for on appropriate psricd and
no longer cortain dooumants, including thosza which AT rovenlad
counld endanpger or otherwise adversaly affect the lives ov
wmorenarits of American millitary personnel. In addlition, forsisn
governnents are ordlnarlly entitled Lo expeet that thelr confi-
denslal communicationa to our government willl be treatad with
the zame wagard for their wishes as they provids for our confi-
dantlal communications to them; and the President is ordinarily

ontitled to recelive the kind of candld sdévice and roports from

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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his top eivillan and wmilitary subordinates which 13 poxslble

only 1f they can be certain thaz words intendad for hils eyes
slone are not shoprtly thereaiter tranamitted to the ga2neral

public.

6, 'The quaasiion of whether any partlcoulayx doecunment
or documsnts should romaln seeret Soday 1s thus one of

bolaneing thesse interssta, and the Mew York Times, a Pederal.

Judge, a Senator or 2 cltizen may b2 as canable of making that
judgment as anyone in the Executive Brench. My own Judgrent i

iz that, on balance, publication by the Haw York Tires of the

domunents in quesation in this case 1s net Injurlous to the :
national securdty. Mo current or future military opsratlions
or presend top povernment offlcilals appear te be involved in
any way. Jo serious exbarrassusnt To &ny Toredsn governmand
appears to ba inveolved, Hone of the informatloan and opinlons
revaalsd sppsar to have any current facets requliring continued

HAoTeCY .

7. On tha contrary I belisve the national sacurdty

intewaests of the Unlted Statez willl be irreparadbly injured 1£ these

documents ere suppressed Trom publie and Congyeasalonal visw; 17
the United Statéﬂ, on the verze of seversl fateful dzcisions In
the Hiddle Rast, Latin Ameriea and Asla, i thereby provented
op o natlen from learning the true history of what went wrong in
Vistnesm; Af the same policles of concealment and decepilon which
pTﬁVﬂﬂtea debate and pﬁaduced mistakes in this nation's approach
te Vietnam are thereby judicially encouraged to continue; 1f the
very purposze of this objectiva hintorical atudy 13 thareby

fyusteated, and the cost in tine and talent invested in ita

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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svolution wasted, by confining its clreulation to 2 handful of
1eh officlals who largely supported the original pollcey: an&
1# the courts of this country, by enjolning & freec »resa and
parmitting the concealmant of offlclal error, thersby epraze
85111 one nmore imporbant distineiion betwesn curzelves and our
adversaries.
8. I understand that this affidavit will bte submitted

in oppositlon to the motion made on bohalf of the Plaintiff
for an order enjoining the further publication by the lNew York

Times of this materlal.

THhesdore G. Sovensen

Hew York, H.Y.

June 17, 1571

Sworn to bafors me this 17th day

of June, 1971.

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2




B .
1y

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

TROmOATT pTIEY) ST '4»».
X THE UNTTED SUALES DI

SOUPHERN DISTRICT 0“ HEW Y

i s ot S s s 5 g i e i 5 B R e A 8 1 g A4TE ot Wo I S e SR AP 0 B he mn P oy Ste K

L?;‘,?ITE.SB 5 "1‘;’“}‘"8 OF ANERICA,

.o

Plaintdi?d,

<
.
-

TL-20682
WHE WHEW YORK TINES COUPANY, eb al., ' .
: Do L. T
- oo s s it 5
STATE OF NEYW TORK :
e

COUNTEY OF NEW YORR :

AT TR ~ YRy AL T Y vy . ~tea Fue  gees vy
TREGDOHEE ¢, SOVENIEH, belng duly sstammn,

. . g PP vy - e .2 e
1. I owm a meubey of tho 1o flrm of Foul, Welsy,

e - v ot e IS g e o fees D wnt PP - Shoc o
Soldvers, RIPkInd, Mnoyvon & Jaywlsos, 345 Parl Avenus, dHew

remid

PURE 7
< o Lawye

g ke ® § RS

Sa Hoving

Feony 1Y

and Leplalafiive branchazn of the

B 1983, dAneluding meore then thres years ay Svecial Couwnges

S

a two goeuvity

an33y, m;.:’i

X, “ - ” PO, L PN Ry - 4
e £ oam wery famlllars wili
. L. O SR 3 Ze g Py Ay wry e [ R PR w dat -
thn Unifed Stabes Governraet's prastliors cha agad
el w & el - e " » 4 - §y o e B -
Ticatlon of wardous papoers in ths of natiannl sosurlty.

publieailon of

- - ES £ -y mrerie
SHQRDDLE I

o

of this nat fc.z""

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 :




CF s
MWVENS

L
N

0
P}

CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

NI
)

X

Approved For Release 2005/11/28

oo

UL, S T
DL UG

nhaoe

e
L)

v }'3

A e

P

T

w3
ol

1 of

5

oninlo

)
5

i bl

& ¢

F2ATNS

i

Cn

3

§
£
*

SOTRTE

witlon

1o
(AN

. dﬁ'ﬁ?

onts

L.

x4
Vel

na

3

<3

s
Ppat e 4 ¥

info:

a3

t
3

7
=
B
-
i

Lar

3, the

A

spl

&y

-

nforus

A
—~i

RS

=
"
S
i
3
H
=

T ] Pa

s ©

N

D33 .

L 1
s

Lad]
L

=1
H

K
o

vy an ST F
Ineliudis

s

PO
el eyt

>

-

(58]

Tonger

Rt

N
dizae Sl

<

g
3

e
Sial g

& I I I S
VAL

I3

Neti o Re
et Vo

<

i

S

S

L

et i

‘.‘l

ol

ox

(AR

-
..-t

B

[rarsd

Sy TP
HC e XV e ot

il

-

o

&
A

el

L
PPN

CIA-RDP90-01089R0001 0009,0002-‘2 :

Apprdvéd For Reléase 2005/11/28




.

i b

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

2l top civilian

2

&, Uno quaiklon

should

YA

ana Anteed
Senator o B oo

juafhanu s smyons in ©

on balansa,

dosuenenty In qua in

natlonal seeuwriiy. o

azs o ha

ue
SRDEATY

To hawvs

1

Approved For Release 2005/11/28

-
BFRA el

g Ry
PADTE W

. R )
involvad, |

N
DROVE0

o
LR

s g e

v heeld

saeurdiy

Injured 17

e
ATEA LR

Ll

- S 2.0 A .
L,QJ; nooNh

: CIA-RDP90-01.089R0001'0009‘6ﬁ0‘2-2

I

e emeaatnt

o s 1ok

i

ot o e e 180 e




. * o} . -
gvoluolon e

T ot PR p
teh olllolals Wi

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

:2,""‘ ‘LM.-,L&:’I Lo oo

By coalining AUn

4

;: i'-*\ 7

handinl of

nad o poalley: and

e te T Ry e

L o~
ona wor: lnpowiand

foup-an ovder-g l,,} ainin

‘#7

EUPN

) ' .y e J,; , I8 ;’.f 3 g
., - U“dQKJUQQd o Tall

opcoa3litlon o Lo

123 ol thig mataplal,

Aol will o

STOnET
A 1y 9
P York, H.Y.
s
w3 17, LO7L
. ™., “ A E d
Celore me thils .-[u..
N - SR
BT, AU TAas




STAT Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

Next 44 Page(s) In Document Exempt

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2



Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

SUBJECT: Items on Sorensen Confirmation from
Conversation of 13 January 1977 with

1. General : Sorensen (TCS) likes hard questions, and hard answers.
Has tendency to be very, even overly, precise, and is aware of hazard
of this. Often very critical in public statements, and is aware of this. Seeks
information for use in answering possible questions, rather than texts

of answers to use verbatim.
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al Assembly the following morning.

For an hour that night. with Secretary
of State Dean Rusk, Cleveland, disarma-
nent exp John McCloy and Arthur
Dean, Sorensen went over it all again.
Finally, the President closeted himself
with Sorensen and about midnight re-
leased an eighth version to Miss Toi
f}uchu]der, a White House secretary for
néarty 30 years, to he tvped. At 3 aa.,
even as she worked—and only nine hours
before the speech was to be given—>Mr.
Kennedy  had  another thought.  He
added “as peacemakers” to the last sen-

i

Ne/w < VJW\___ App%elez;é zogszg :éIA-RD 0-0%8

VWOIRILE 1 SLE sieeves, unlil late
ﬂy‘—n@glg?é‘e Secretary Robert §
McNamara Plabored through an v
l‘andm__opraper last week in his off.
in the Pentagon’s elite “E” ring. Wl
he finally affixed his left-haud,
signature to the last document, the schy
arly, energetic defense chief had o
pleted a series of “gnideline” decisioy,
on 300 major weapons ems and fore,
that will shape the nation’s defense pro
gram for the next five vears.

What McNamara had done, in effey
was to approve in nearly final form t)
reorganization of the U.S, military estal,
lishment into integrated “program pach.
ages,” a job that has ocenpied a tag
force of planmers for the past seve
months  (Newswerk, Sept. 11). Ay
these new concepts in military progranm,
ing will be incorporated in next year.
defense budget, now under preparation
Althongh  undoabtedly  there  will b
changes as the budget is tngged ané

wiled until new high-speed ships ot the
sir-cushion (or hydrofoil) type can be
Jeveloped. Such ships would be less
.lnerable to enemy submarines, and
would move troops and cargo at twice
he speed of present-day, 20-knot ves-
«ls. McNamara thinks the tradition-
syusted surface-ship admirals have been
Jpagging their feet in the development
il new high-speed craft.

pThe Air Force: It was amthorized to
Huy 300 Minuteman solidduel interconti-
pental ballistic missiles#y 1968, in addi-
tion to the 600 now planned; and it will
retain the presently scheduled twelve
fitann LICBM squadrons of twelve missiles
ach. No further Atlas ICBM’s will be
ardered. In spite'mul pressures
tor more manned bombers, the Air Force
will not_be permitted to spend the half-
billion dollars voted by Congress for an
additional wing of 45 B-32 bombers, or
the 8180 mill;_'xY alloeatéd to hwry the
B-70 superbor¥ber into production. If

2

9R000100090002-
“)

One-horse shay-ride: Mrs. l\vnn/ody with John Jr,:(

and when the Berlin crisiv subsides.
middle-aged B-47 bombers will coutinne
to be phased ont. The wwair F-106
fighter will be ordered for the Air De-
fense Corgmand,»MeNumara selected it
over W,}-% McDonsell FAH.
»The\ATmy; At will be limited to fourteen
combat divisions. instead of the sivteen
divisions many Pentagon generals had
hoped for. The three elite divisions
which now torm STRAC i Strategic Army
Corps) will be supported by 300 Air
Force-piloted Donglas  A4D-5  attack
bombers, combined i« new joint tac-
tical command

JFK’s Sorensen: His

As John |, Kvnm-n’y/'.éj pm';nvm?hr;lin—
raster, Tspeechwriter, and  confidant.
Nebraskacborn Theodore € Sorensen
has long preferred to vemain quiethy
in the background--hiding a Phi Beta

Kappa mind hehind a coal reserve,
But last week  the - background  of
Ted  Sorensen. 33-vear-old  special
comsel to the President. was unde

partisan political attack. e
The tuss started when Barry Gold-

water. Arizona’s  conservative " Te-
publican  senator.  inserted i the
Coungressighial Record a story by Walter

TrohangAthe 38-ycar-old  Washington
hareaw of of the anti-Administration
Chicago Tribune, declaring that Soren-
“the man behind President Ken-
nedy’s vacking chair in a world [filled]
with war tenstens, escaped  military
serviee ws aconscientious objector and
Karean War service as a father,”
\nd Coldwate et pilot and briga-
dier general i the Air Force reserve,
acdded on his own: “Anyone has a right
to claim conscientions objection to com-

sen

1948 Pacifist Views. ..

—

batant military service, And 1 helieve
as Mr. Trohan paints out. that it ven
often requires more  cours to seek
this classification [in peacetime. when
there is no shooting war] than to seive
However, | can't help but wonder a ;
the thoughts of the fathers and mnt]m\}
ol American bovs who right now

cing called up for active military
rvice when they Tearn that one of
the  President’s  closest

advisers s

T Matian

Newsweek

(... Are Challenged by Washington Critics

- objector because  of  conscience.

Though Sorensen absolutely refused
to make any comment on Trohan’s story
or Goldwater’s statement, the facts, ac-
cording to his Lincoln, Neb., draft board,
were these:

Ou Dec. 31, 1948, at the age of 20.
Sorensen was classified 1-AO—the clas-
sification of one who agrees to serve in
the armed forces as a noncombatant
fas in the medical corps), but not as a
combatant. In August 1950, after the
ontbreak of the Korean War, Sorensen
was automatically reclassified 3-A be-
tnse he had then married. In January
1952 because he had no children, the
board changed his classification back
to 1-AO. On the basis of a physical
mination (shortly after an operation
lor removal of a tumor behind his ear)
lie was classified 4-F. In April 1954,
having become a father, Sorensen was
agam reclassified 3-A.

On this record/ the director of Selec-
tive Service - my-Nebr: Maj. Gen.

Gy N, Henninger (ret.), pointed ont

specifically  that Sorensen had neves
tried to avoid militiny  serviee and
added that he wished all other eligible
men “did as well” as he. And Sorensen’s
brother Philip. a Liucoln attorney who
served in the Korean War th with
the Coast Guard. said the faummlv be-
longs to the Unitarian Church and that
there was “nothing in the Unitarion
Church” that would require his
to become a pacifist. “The wh
seems irrelevant to me.
Certainly, Ted Sorensen’s 1945 be-
liefs concerning pacifism might well he
irrelevant, and certainly no reasonable
person questioned his pu Stil}
the question remained: At 4 time when
the President of the U.S. is stressing the
nation’s determination to fight. if neces-
sary, for its rights, does one of his
chief aides hold pacifist views?
Sorensen  wasn't talk but  his
friends were. "If vou believe th hey
said, “you're vut of vour mind. Sure, he
believes war is wrong, But as for the
resi—well. read what he writes.”

triotism

October 9, 1961
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Public Lands Subcommittee bills reported by the full Interior Comwmiltce, during 1st sess., 87th Cong.

TLand acqui-
sition, de-

o

velopment, Annual
Bill No. Title and opera- operating
tions cost cost
for initial
- 5-vear period
To establish the Chesapeake & Obio Canal Nalional Historical Park in the State of Maryland._..__._____ £6, 260, 000 £350, GO0
To authorize the Secretary of the Interior 1o provide water and sewage disposal facilities to the Medora area adjo 91,000 faimmmeeanan
ing the Theodore Roosevelt National Memorial Park,
To establish the Point Reyes National Seashore in the Btate of California 22,624,009 451, 000
To authorize {he establishment of the Hubhell Trading Post Nutional Tlistoric Site in the Stale of Arizon 39, U9 22,935
Ta En&‘mou 1he preservation, for the public use and hencfit, of eerlain portions of the shoreline areas of the Uni ted” 25, 860,000t .o
To provide for the establishment of Cape Cod National Seashore ParK .. oo o ooo oo oo ooas 21, 500, 0K 350, 000
"o authorize the Sceretary of the Interior to acquire appr nznmwlyﬂ acres of land for addition to Cumberland Gap 30,000 oo
National Historical Park, and for other purposes, N
To amend theact of Apr, 22, 1860, entitled ** An act {0 provide for the establishment of the Wilson’s Creck Battle- 1, 656, K1
field National Park in the State of Missouni,”
Authorizing the establishment of the Fort Smiith Nutional Historie Site in the State of Arkansas, and for other K86, 000

m
-
&
&

purposes,

To egtablish the Grest Basin National Park in Nevada, and for gther purposes......_.-

To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to expend ’imvm])rmted funds to acquire 'Lppromnate]v 12acres of land
for the Richmond National Battlefield Park, and for other purposes.

To provide additional 1ands at, and change the pame of, the Fort Necessity National Battlefleld Site, Pa., and |
for other purposes.

115, (600

R 500 amee e e Authorizing the establishment of 2 nationa) historic site at Fort Davis, Tefl Davis County, Tex. 1,700, 000
I1.R. 5571..... "To provide for the addition or addmone of certain landsto the Efligy Mounds National Monum L
of Iowa, and for other purpos
1L.R. 5760. o revise the boundaries of the Scotts Bluff Naiional Monument, Nebr., and for pther PUrposes. - -« cceoaeo- 15,000 {ecameciaaaaas
11.R, 2470. To provide for the establishment ot thc Lincoln Boyhood National Memerial in the State of Indiana, and for other 1, 050, 000 G0, 000
purpo:
11.R. 6067 To pro e ) for an appropriation of & sum not o esceed 35,000 with which to make a surv (for'lpw]mscﬂ natlonal 35,000 ... w———
pIarG)m ay from the Blue Ridge PnL\\'ny at Tennessec Ball or Beeeh Gap Southwest and running into the State
oI Qeorgia.
TR, 6422, e oeen vewmaeif To add Iedemlly owned Jands to and exclude federally owned lands from the Cedar Breaks National Monument, 8,400 | cnaeice e
- Utah, and for other purposes. .
I, es. 459 el To pm\ ide for the preservation and protection of eertain lauds in Prinee Georges and Charles Counties, Md,, and a37, (G 30, 000
for other purposes.
Totale e caceeneea A o v R E e A S m e me et wma e e am———.——— Ao Ao mmfe—emAm e o e SN S— 88,172,175 1,578,935

Mr. DWORSHAK. While I do not
seriously object to recreational develop-
ments in this country, I believe it is en-
tirely Inappropriate to continue with
this expansion program at a time when
our young Americans are being called
to. military -service from.-the Reserve
components of the Armed Forces. I be-
lieve the time has arrived when, if we
need austerity, if we face a serious situa-
tion invelving  Berlin, which may
develop into hot war, and with the im-
pending controversies in the delibera-
tions in the United Nations, the Ameri-
can people will demand that we accept
the appeal of the President for greater
austerity and put our house in order
financially as well as militarily to
mee} the sinister threat of the Sov1et
dictators.

INTEGRATION IN THE SCHOOLS

Mr, JAVITS, Mr. President, yester-
day, on the occasion of the issuance by
the TS, Civil Rights Commission of its
1961 education report, Senators DoucLas,
Harr, KraTing, and I joined in issuing
the following statement which I now
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Rrcorp, as follows:

. SEeTEMBER 25, 1961.

The U.8. Civil. nghis Commission yester~
day issued [ts 1961 cducation report, in
which it concluded emphatically that “the
Nation’s progress in removing the stultifying
effect of segregation In the public elemen-
tary . and secondary: schools—north, south,
east, and west—is slow, indeed.”

The Comrnission eccordingly made 12 rec-
ommendations, all but one unanimous, cov~
ering the various aspects of the general
prohlem of school -desegregation—timing,
1nformanon, enforcement, and finahcing—
in public, precollege schooling, higher edu-

cation and libraries, and in areas where
schools are attended by dependents of mili-
tary personnel.

Although some of the recommendations
of the Commission have already been iniro-
duced as legislation in this Congress, we
shall, in view of this new forthright declara-
tion of the Commission, intreduced, either
at this session or, if time does not remain,
at the beginning of the next session, a single
omnibus bill on discrimination in education
to implement ail the Commission’s unani-
mous recommendations.

This declaration of the Commission un-
derlines again what we have consistently
maintained during this sesston—that vigor-
ous administrative action alone is. not
enough and that new legislation is vitally
needed. It Is our expectation that this
Commission declaration will -spur congres-
sional actlon on these problems as early in
the next sesslon as possible,

PavuL DoOUGLAS.

Privre A. HarT.
Jacos K. JAvITS.
KENNETH B. KBATING.

Mr., JAVITS. Mr. President, this
morning an- editorial in the New York
Times entitled “Integration in the
Schools” on the Commission’s penetrat-
ing report urges action to implemen
the Commission’s unanimous proposald,
I ask unanimous consent that the edi-
torial he plmted in thé Recorp at this
point.

There being no objection, the editorial

‘was order ed_to he printed in the REcorp,

as follows:
{From the New Yoris Times, Sept. 26, 1961]
INTEGRATION AND THE SCHOOLS
School segregation remains a widespread
evil in this country although 7 years have
now passed since the Supreme Court’s his~
toric decision declaring such segregation un-~
constitutional. The number of new schiool
districts annually integrating their children
has dropped sharply in the last 2 years as
compared with the number complying an-

“nually in . earlier. years subseguent to the

Supreme Court decision. And even where
integration has taken place, the number of
Negro children affected has often been so
small as to -he no more than a minimal
token. Such are the -unhappy conclusions
reached by the Civil Rights Commission in
its comprehensive study just released.

Most of the Commission’s proposals for
speeding up school integration should be
accepted. Certainly it is reasonahle for Con-~
gress to require every segregated school dis-
trict to submit plans for at least initial inte-
gration. Equally reasonable are the. pro-
posals for laws to speed up court action in in-
tegration cases to provide Federal financial
ald to school districts complying with the
law when such districts are penalized finan-
cially by the State. We question the desira-
bility, however, of withholding Federal
school or library aid from segregated institu-
tions. To do so would penalize students in
ne way responsible for the segregation.

If President Kennedy embodies the Com-
mission’s recommendations in his proposals
to Congress next year, the stage will be set
for a major and bitter congressional battle.
That battle cannot be avoided if the Presi-
dent wishes to realize the civil rights provi-
sions of the platform on which he was
elected.

THE MILITARY DRAFT STATUS OF
THEODORE C. SORENSEN

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr: President, in
the Chicago Tribhune of September 23,
Myr. Walter Trohan has written a very
interesting article on Theodore C. Soren~
sen, who serves as Special White House -
Counsel and adviser to President Ken-
nedy. It says, and Iquote:

The man hehind President Xennedy's
rocking chair in a world with war tensions
escaped military service as a consclentious

_abjector and Korean war service as a father.

He is boyish and brilliant Theodore Chaikin
Sorensen, Presidential alter ego as Special
‘White House Counsel.

My, Trohan goes on to exi)lain that
Nebraska draft board records show that




" science,

. the Korean war broke ‘out,
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Mr. Sorensen was classified, on December
31, 1948, as a “conscientious objector”

available for -noncombatant - military-
service

only. When the Korean war
broke out, acéording to Mr. ‘Trohan, Mr.
Sorensen was first classified as ITI-A, ex~

. treme hi.rds’hip_defermént,' or registrant ..

with a child or children. Later, on Jan-
uary 8, 1952, he was reclassified I~AO, a

conscientious objector, and still later, on
‘February 4, 1952, as IV-F, physically un-

1it because of a tumor operation, accord-

-Ing to the Tribune story. .
<. Mr. President, anyone has a. right to..
claim conscientious objection to com-

batant military service and I believe, as
Mr. Trohan points out, that it very often
requires more courage to seek this classi-
fication than to serve. However, I can-
not help but wonder at. the thoughts of
the fathers and mothers of American
boys who right naw are being called up
for active military service when they

" learn thﬁt one of the President’s closest

advisers is an objector because of con-
I ask unanimous consent that Mr.
Trohan's: article be reprinted in the
RECORD at this point in my remarks:
There being no objection, the article
was ordeied to be printed.in the REcorp,
as follows:
[From the Chicago Dally Tribune, Sept. 23,
: 1961)

REPORT FROM WASHINGTON
" (By Walter Trohan)
“WasHINGTON, September 22—The man be-
hind President Kennedy's rocking chalir in 2z
world with war tensions escaped military
service as
rean war gervice as a father, He Is boyish
and brilllant 33-year-old Theodore Chaikin

Sorensen, Prestdential alter ego as special

‘White House Counsel,
- Sorensen| heads the parade of men close
to the Presldent in “The Kennedy Circle,” a

serles-of intimate portraits in depth-on-New -

Frontiersmen by Washington correspondents.
Of the tall, slightly stooped and bespectacled

-young ‘man's military récord the book re-

ports:

“Too young for World War II, Ted also
esceped Korean war service; he had just had
a tumor removed from behind his ear when
and draft au-
thorltles wanted to be sure it wasn't seri-
ous.” ’

This doesn’t quite square with the Tacts in
draft records, - The Sorensen record which is
on page 6 of the year of birth 1828 book
under the numbers 25, 67, 28, 164. The 25

is for his native Nebraska, 67 the number of .

the board in Lincoln, 28 the year of his birth

and 164 the order in which he registered,
RECLASSIFIZD AS CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR

- The records show that he was born May 8,

1928, and tHat his questionnaire wag mailed
to him September 27, 1948, On December

- 81, 1948, he |was classified I-AO, 5 consclen.

tlous objector avallable for noncombatant
milltary service only, It frequently requires
more couragk to seek this classification than
to serve, esp"éc!ally in peace time.  Sorensen
was married September 8, 1049,

On August 18, 1950, after the outbreak of

the Korean war, Sorensen was reclassified as
IIT-A, extreme hardship deferment, or regis-
trant with a child or children. On Novem-
ber 20, 1951, his status was reviewed by the
board and he remained in ITI-A. '

On January 8, 1953, he was reclassified
I-AO, & conscientlous objector, and ordered
to report for'physical examination. e took

f consclentious objector and Ko--

' CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE - .. .

the physical February 4, 1952, and was re~
classified IV-F, physically unfit, This was

-after the tumor operatlon. .. .. ... .. .. .
On April 13, 1954, he was reclassified ITT-A.

A notation at the end of the line on the book
states: “Liable for service until 35 years
old.” Lo .
Although Sorensen is concerned chlefly
with domestic problems, he branches ous into
foreign affalrs regularly. President Kennedy
has descrihed Sorensen as “One of my very
keymen,” adding. that “He gets work done,
he is extremely hright, and. I have confidence
in him, As my responsibilities grow so do
his"
TURNING MORE CLOSELY TO OLD AIDS

Sorensen was frequently the first-man the
President saw in- the morning and the last
man he saw at night during the close prest-
dential campaign, Although this is not quite
true today, the Fresldent has turned more
closely to the meén he trusted before his cam-
Ppalgn since the Cuban flasco, the Lao Sete

‘back; and the Berlin crisis.

Sorensen, as the man who did the research
and some of the work on “Profiles in Cour-
age,” the Kennedy best seller, and does con-
siderable ghostwriting on ‘speeches, is among
the most tristed of the New Frontier brain
trust. Still he remains conslderable of a
man of mystery, so much sg that his name is
Irequently spelled with a ‘'son.”

e 18 of Danlsh descent on his father’s side,
His father, C. A, Borensen, was a Progressive
Republican, following the late Senator George
Norris, of Nebraska. The elder Sorensen
served as Nebraska’s attorney general from
1928 to 1032, Sorensen's mother was an
able and dedicated feminist who was accused
of pacifist and radical sympathles in World

War L ' In 1921 she married the attorney who -

defended her against these charges.

Mr, MANSFIELD. M, President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

_The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Hickey in the chair). The clerk will call
the roll.

The Chief Clerk procesded to call the
roll

ask’ unanimous consent that the order

- for a quorum call be rescinded. .
The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Without

objection, it is so ordered.

MOSCOW ATTACKS ON SENATOR:
SMITH OF MAINE

Mrs. SMITH of Maine,. Mr, Prestdent,
sometimes the effectiveness of & state-
ment can be measured by .the severity
of-the attacks.on the statement and the
identity of the attacker.

~In 1949 the Russian Communist press
called me a poison pen artist. . In 1955
the Russian Communist press called me
an Amazon warmonger hiding behind
a rose.

And now. again in 1961 the Russian
Communist press attacks me on my Sen-

ate speech of September 21, 1961, as it .

accuses me of having had “another at-
tack of cannibal instinet.” Such was
the charge made by Radio Comumentator
1. Arlov in a Moscow broadeast,.

Apparently my speech cut. deeply in
view of the severity of the Communist
denunciation of me, :

Apparently my message on the will of
the American people got through to
Khrushchev clear and loud. -

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I

“Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr, President, T -

September 26

jolned the very select
might say sorority, in

from Maine has
fraternity—or I

"this case—of those who _have been at<

tacked by the Russlan press. The great-
est pride that I have rests in the occa-
sional’ attacks on ine by the press of
Russia, calling me a warmonger.,

I again commend the Senator’s speech
to which the Russian press has referred;
The distinguished Senator from Maine

" performed a needed and very useful Serv-

ice In calling to the attention of this
body. statements that we would use the
weapons that were used in World War
II-and ignoring the one type of weapon
that Khrushchev respects, the nuclear
weapon. . .
As a lifelong student of the military,
I congratulate our good friend from
Maine on her speech, because it was
long overdue. . While we recognize that

- we need a mix of weapons, we must not
overlook the fact that we have strong . ...

weapons and will use them. : :

The fact that the Senator’s speech
brovoked the distinguished Senator from
Missouri [Mr. SymneTon] to state that
the President was firm in his position of
using these weapons, and the fact that
last Sunday the President’s brother, the
Attorney General, reafirmed this firm-
ness, justify the words that she used and
Justify the Increasingly important posi-
tion that the Senator from ‘Maine oc- .
cupies in the eyes of Americans all over
the country. As an American, I thank
her for what she has said. .

Mus. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President,
I thank my good friend and able col

~league, the distinguished Junior Senator
“from - Arizona, for ‘the Very generous

words he has spoken, and also for his
observations yesterday concerning my
speech of September 21. . .

LEGISLATIVE REPORT TO THE "

. SENATE = .

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
take this opportunity to fulfill one of the
traditional responsibilities of the major-
1ty leader—to report to the Senate, and

‘to the country, on the progress of the

legislative program during this session
of the Congress. AsI do so I am aware
of my kinship with those who have occu-
pied this position in the past, and who
offered similar reports on the achieve-
ments of other sesslons. I am sure they
felt, as I do, a mixture of emotions:
satisfaction over the real accomplish~
ments of the session; disappointment
over its frustrations; gratitude. for the
hard work that went into the making of
each law, and for the courtesy and spirit
of accommodation shown him by his
colleagues; and simple rellef that an
appropriate time for adjournment had
come. .
This has not been an ordinary session.
of Congress, if indeed there is such a
thing. There was, to begin with,. a
change of administration, as well as a
change in the leadership of the Senate.
Inevitably such changes bring with them
a number of errors, a certain amount of
confusion; but such is the elasticity and

may say that my distinguished friend  vita t these errars
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Blooded novelist and the hardsell technigue
b a suceéssiul husinessman . .« - he 18 D
ally personality who takes 2 schoolboyish
telight in his plans for prosenting o new
olitico-scientific Timdingey whicl is gomngsto
;\':\Hlo the Vstahlishment more than sontewhat.”

Referenees
Author's & Wieiter's Who's Wha (1960)
International \Vho's Who, 1901
' Twentieth Century Authors (First Sup-
i plement, 1055)
Who's Wha, 10061

Sunow, L

offivial; Tawyer

Address: b, The White House Office, Wash-
ingioty, JAKWH L 3000 Spout Run  arkway,

: Arlington, Va

Few offvials in the new administration are

O I omore concerned with the palicies and progriwns
A Pl Jolm 19 Kennedy than Theadore Sorensen,
i the Special Counsel ta the Uresident of the

United  Stales. The youngest oliicial in the

Wennedy administeation, Le i3 the
confidant, and, along with Lawrence
hears

most mportant and influential muen in
ington.

of Danish parents in a prarie sod house,

hadies (o acyure privite utility companies.

Sorensen children.

ence apon thie hoy was the Tam
1=,

sSNOW, SIR CHARLES PERCY  Sez

SORENSEN, THEODORE (CHAIKIN)
May & 1028~ United Qrates  government

President’s
chief writer of speeches, brajntruster, political
1o, O Brien,
one of his chiel legislanve aides. Although he
A madest tite Sorensen, who lias lieen
called “chief of ataff for deas” s one of the

Washi-

Theodore Chaikin Sorensent was hovi ol May
8, 1928 i Lincoln, Nebraska (0 Christian
Ahraham and Annis (Chaikin} Sorensen.  1le
lias three brothers: Thomas, Robert, and Philip
SQorensen, mul @ cister, Mrs Ruth Singer. Porn

father rose 10 heconie stite attorney wenetal of
Nebraska and a Republican in the tradition of
Senator Creorge Norris liberalism. fle went Lo
Furape o flenry Vond's prace ship, served as
counse} 1o the women's sulfrage mavement M gegl abitity, Qorensen SOOI chowed a specid
Nebraski, and wrote the Law that enabted public
His  jpemoranda, and  conducting
mother, ol Russini-Jewish background, wis an
ardent feminist and  pueifist whe gave her
maiden nane as @ middle name to Al the fve

Christian Soreusen often took his son ‘T'ed to
meetings on pubdic utilities, and hie souietimes ¢ . eune !
Lad the ehild address the andience with i “few 4 Laek injury in 1935, Sorenscll did the research
words"  from the  platiorn. Cluttered  with L . r
liberal  nIagazins aud  hooks, the  Sorensen 1936, a collection of biographical _sketches
about American legislators who exercised inde-
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Iy 1945 Ted Sorensen praduadedl from Fanendn
High School, where hie biaud heen active i drano,
and debate, in the hand, and the YMCA
That fall he entered the University of Nebraghka
on a Regents scholarship, studying the arls dnied
seiciices @ prelaw curriculun, In 1049 e
was grauted @ RS0, degree wilh clectiofi b
Phi Beta Kappa. As an tmdergraditile, SOt
cen had served as chairman of the caripe:
conslititivual convention of  the ninrk
United Nations convention, e bad alse liren
{)rcsidunt of the university MCA and « weti

or of the debating teant, the drama: elub, ad
the hand.

With the help of @ Donald Miller sehioturship,
Sorensen entered the College of Taw at toer
University of Nebraska in 194 Fle hecanes
oditor in chicf of the Nebraska Tawe Rewew
and wis awarded the Order of Coil. To b
spare time he served as a chiel loblyist in the
slate legislature for the groups that favored o

1air Employment Practices Commitiee law. In
1051 Ted Sorensen stood first in lis graduating
class when e received his LB degree. The
father wanted Lim to practise law iu Lineobs,
but fecling that bis Lome town wits turs
restrictive, Sorensen headed for Wishingle,
N.C,, wheve he wonld be relatively unknown.

In 1951 Sorensen hreame i attorney for the
Federal Security Agency, later the Department
of 1ealth, $ducation oud Welfare. Through
lawyer whom lie hiad et ab @ conventiot of
Atpericans  Tor Democratic Action, Sorensen
beeune a stafl rosearcher for the joint Core
o regsional cuthconumitice on roilvand retircinent,
which liad been sct ui o study revision of the
Railway Retireent Systen. When the sub-
committee finished  1ts work, Senator Pauwl
Douglas of [linois  was 80 impressed  with
Sorcnsen's  perfornnance that Te recommernded
himi for a job us administrative assistant to the
newly  clected Sepator  from AMassachusetts,

fohn 1. Kenuedy. .

Reportedly, Jolut ¢ Kennedy gave Sorensen
twa tveaninule interviews @ diy or 1wo upart
Lefore he hired himy, o the firsi ce~sion Ken-
nedy interviewed  Sorensen; in the second
LesSiol Sorenset quustioned Kennedy., Drawn
wogethier by their mutual love of books and
patitics, the two mci worked together efficiently
and armoniowsly. With his remarkable analy-

knack Tor studying bills, drafting “yuick study”
research for
speeches aund magazine articles, That first year,
i 1UR3, Sorensenn was mainly concerned with
the problems of New England. In 1054 he
hecame seeretary o the New England Senators’
Conference and Leld the post throneh 1939,
While John F. K eniedy wits recovering from

for Keunedy's Profiles in Conrage ( Harper,

sche e 4 congregatng P - ! ; A
LA el e B b PR e T
e : : a } il 1SSUES, - from their constituents. At first Drew Pearson
particularly tliose of e New Deal of Frankln
11, Roosevelt’s adipinistration. Another mflu-
Iv'= Unitarian- tary evidence of Sorensei’s research notes,
Metnedy's drafls jun his own handwriting, and

attributed the Pulitzer Prize-winning book to
Soreisen-as 1S phost-writer, but ihe documen-
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the help of Clark  Clifford, a Washington
lawyer, laler led Pearson to retract the charges.

A friend has said that from the beginning of
the two men's association, Sorcnsen had set
himself one goal--lo get John F o Kennedy
clected President. In 1956 he urged Kennedy
1o try for the Vice-Presidential nomination at
the Democratic Convention in Chicago. In the
same year he prepared the widely circulated
memorandum, based on analyses of national
clection returns, that argued that political con-
siderations should not keep a Roman Catholic
from a Democratic national ticket Jor reasons
of religion, and that the Democratic tickét
needed Kennedy to bring back defecting Roman
Catholics to the Democratic camp.  Kennedy
almost got the nomination.

On January 2, 1960 John F. Kennedy an-
nounced that he was a candidate for the Demo-
cratic Presidential nomination. What followd
hias been described as onc of the most suceessful
political campaigns ever waged in the United
States. Sorensen and Kennedy traveled through
cvery state, courting politicians, making esti-
mates of the real sources of power, and lining
up delegates for the 1960 Democratic National
Convention in Los Angeles. Sorensen built up
a card file of about 30,000 names of people
active in Democratic politics, one of the most
extensive in the hands of any man,

Just Dbefore the primaries, Sorensen relin-
quished his organization] dutics to the Scha-
tor’s brother, Robert F. Kennedy. But through-
out the primaries, the whistle stops, and the
television debates, Svrensen remained as John
T. Kennedy's chief strategist and policy maker.
While the Scenator was giving one speech,
Sorensen would be writing another. Journalists
covering the strenuous campaign reported that
Sorensen scemed to thrive on the presstire.
Among others, he prepared those speeches that
defended Kennedy's Roman Catholicism {rom
onslaughts by Protestant fundamentalists. Ken-
nedy said: “I want to keep Ted with mc
wherever 1 go in this campaign. You nced
somebody whom you can trust implicitly.”

Now that John F. Kennedy is in oflice, a
major preoceupation of Theodore Sorensen is
to make him remembered as one of the greatest
Presidents. When Kennedy was President-clect,
he helped to draft the inaugural address. Since
becoming Special Counsel to the I’resident of
the United States, hie has spent much of his
tirne in drafting and writing Dresidential mes-
sages and speeches. He was Kennedy's major
aide in writing his first State of the Union
tnessage, and he helped in the preparation of
Kennedy's speech to the nation on the Berlin

Ccrisis on July 25, 1961. Perhaps no one has so

closely approximated the speech rhythms of
John F. Kennedy as Theodore Sorensen.

Sorensen now stands in the White House
tradition of Colonel 1Iouse, Harry Hopkins,
and Sherman Adams. Ile handles situations
(hat cut across government departments. Re-
portedly, he will be given more responsibilities
i the field of forcign relations; previously, he
had concentrated on domestic affairs. Like other
inheritors of this tradition, he has already be-
come emhroited in controversy.

Wide World
THEODORIS SORIINSEIN

In the autumn of 1961 Senator Barry Gold-

water, the  conservative  Republican  Senator
from Arizona, read into the Congressional Rec-
ord a story by Walter Trohan, chiei of the
Washington burcau of the Clicago Tribune.
Trohan asserted that “the man behind resident
Kemnedy's rocking chair in a world with war
tensions, escaped military service as a conscien-
tious objector and Korcan War scrvice as a
father.”

According to Sorensen’s drajt board in Lin-
coln, Nebraska, at the end of 1948 Sorensen
was classificd 1-A0O. He had, in other words,
agreed to serve in the armed forces as a non-
combatant  (as in the medical department).
Reclassified to 3-A in Aungust 1950 because
he had married, Sorenson was reclassified
to 1-AQ in Janvary 1952 because he had no
children. After an operation for a tumor be-
hind the car, he was classified 4-F. In April
1954 he was reclassified 3-A, since he had be-
come a father.

Theodore Sorensen married Camilla Palmer
on September 8, 1949, just before he entered
law school. They live in Arlington, Virginia
with their three boys: Eric Kristen, Stephen
idgar, and Philip Jon, Sorensen once won a
silver dollar from his parents for having
reached maturity withont having stooked or
taken a drink. Although he indulges in an
occasional sherry before dinner or in a daiquiri
(to which he was introduced by John F. Ken-
nedy), he still avoids tobacco and never drinks
coffee.

Soremser’s  (rugality,  abstanionsness,  anud
Puritanism result from his rearing, not [rom
financial necessity. This asceticism extends o
lhis appearance. e is a sparely builg man, six
feet and one-hall inch in height and 175
pounds in weight, with brown hair and brown
eyes and a squarc and determined face that
usually wears a sober expression.  Strangers
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SORENSEN, THEODORE- Contimed

often mistake his_gl
instead of recogmzing t

Max Freedman, the
ent of the Manchester
that “Mr. Sorensen,
has the glory of words.

strable truth to say that he combines
cal sagacity of
graces of Judge

United Slates
at San Erancisco in 1045,
raphy (November) 1947.

STACE, W(ALTER) T(ERENCE) Nov.

Address:
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Army; and one of his brothers, Ralph Edward
Stace, is a retired lieutenant colonel of the
Royal Engineers, It is this family background
of Army and civil service that later induced
Stace to enter the British colonial administra-
tive ranks iu Ceylon, Stace's_other brother,
leary Watson, is deceased. He also has a
sister, ITilda (Mrs. Maurice Swabey).

Stace was educated at Bath College and
Fettes College in Edinburgh around the turn of
the century. He then attended Trinity College
at Dublin University, where he majored 1

philosophy and from which he received his B.A.

acial reserve for coldness
Le underlying shyness
t may he its causc. When not under pressure,
can be charming. To relax, he plays softball
I his sous. 1leis @ member of the Nebraska
¢ Association and a Unitarian.

Washington correspond-
Guardian, has written
in john Morley's phrase, *
But he is much more
he is also a masted

than a literary craftsman ‘,
of political philosophy anc political strategy. It '«
is not the language of eulogy but a demon- degree 1n 908, Two years later, m 1910, he
the politi- joined the British Civil Service Ceylon. He
remained there for twenty-two years, serving

at various times as district judge, private_sec-
retary o the (;overpor,.land settlement officer,
member of the legislative council of Ceylon,

James Farley with the literary
Samuel Rosenman.”

References

Democratic Digest p35 Ja-F *61 por member of the governor’s executive council, and,

N Y Post Mag nl O 3 A0 por finally, as mayor of Colombo,_and chairman of

Time 76:18 N 21 60 por the “olombo municipal council. In 1915, while
Stace was serving as police magistrate  of
Kandy, serious riots took place between the

Buddiusts and Mohamimedans in Ceylon. On

MRS, WILLIAM DICK Stace, who was responsible for

SPORBORG, I ddbists
July 11, 1879-Jan. 2, 1061 Civie leader and O occasion, S ' ;
Subwouan; headed New York City and State suppressing the disturbances, refused to let the
Federations of Women's Clubs, National Coun- police fire tuto an unarmed crowd, an action
ail of Jewish Women, and \Women's Voluntary unusual enough to cause much controversy at the
Participation Deicnse Comail; consullant with time.
delegation fo the United Nations In 1032, as a result of government changes
5 civil servants were oftered

in Ceylon, man
retirement, and Stace decided to leave the coun-
try. He sent a résumé of his published writings
to several British and  American universities
and accepted the best offer—a three-year lec-
(ureship at Princeton ‘University. He was Stuart
Professor of Philosophy from 1935 until his
retirement in 1955,

Siace had never done any
work, but in 1929 he received 2 Litt.D. degree
from Dublin Tiniversity in recognition of the
scholarly contribution lic made in lis book The
DPhilosophy of Hegel (Macmillan, 1924 ; Dover,
1933). “The primary object © this book ™
Srace noted in his preface, “is to place in the
hands of the philosophica.\ student a complete

Hegel in a single

See Current Biog-

Obituary
N Y Times p29 Ja 3761

formal graduate

Philosopher ; author
086G Tast Ave, Mantoloking, N.J.

One of the leading philosophers of the Faug-
lish-speaking world is W T, Stace, a naturalist
who neverthicless adinits the validity of religious
experience. A British sulject, Gace served in

17, 1880-

the British colonial  ranks in Ceylon  for e, o ) ¢
fwenty-lwo years, sone of thiem as mayor 0 exposition of the system or 1

Colombo and a3 chairman of the olombo volume.  No hook with a similar purpose, S0

far as | know, exists 10 our language. ... 1he

] is notorious. . - -

Tlegel's writings 15
have aimed especially at lucidity.
© . will find here, I hLope, 2
tial thoughts stated as easily an
This effort to convey
o understandable terns

municipal council. Tn 1932 Stace accepted 2
teaching positiont at P'rinceton University, wherc
he taught until his retirement in 1955,

Stace lias written Len hooks on ph'\losol:hi(‘:d
questions. This Destiny of 1 estern Muan, an
attempt to defund the “rightuess” of democracy
against totalitarian systems, won the Reynal &
Hitcheock Prize in {041 as the best nonfiction
Yook for the general Teader wrilten by a mem-
ber of an American college or university stafl.
In 1939 he wus one of ten scholurs who 7e-
cetved $10,000 prizes for distinguished scholar-
ship i the hamavities  from the American
Council of Tearned Socicties.

Walter “Perence Stace was Lorn on November
17, 1880 in T.ondon, Linglaud 10 Fdward Vincent
Siace and Amy Mary (Watson) Stace. tie is
the gro grandson of General \William Stace,
who fought at the Battle of Waterloo,  His
jather was a licutenant colonel in the Brilish
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difliculty of
Therelore,

The student
Hlegel's essen
simply as is pus‘.sihle."

philosopliical essentials i
marks the bulk of Stace's work.

Since the publication of his frst book, A
Critical 1listory of Greek Philosophy (Mac-
tmillan, 1920), Stace has written on several
mijor areas of philosophiml thought. In The
Meaning of Beady (Richurds & Toulnin,
1929), he advances a theory of aesthetics. The
Nature of the World (Oxford, 1040) is an
gssay  in phcnomcm\\ist metaphysics (philo-
sophical phcnmncnnlism holds that phenomena
are the only objects  of knowledge). The
Theory of Knowledge and Existence (Oxford,
1033) was praised by New Statesman and Na-
tion reviewers for sliowing ‘‘clear exposition
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Asked if he had ever been told anything about CIA efforts to assass.
nate Castro, Richard Goodwin, Assistant Special Counsel to the Pres;.
dent,) replied, “No, I never heard of such a thing.” (Goodwin, 7 /18/75,
p.13)* - : Ce

. Theodore Sorensen, who said that his “first-hand knowledge” of
Cubanaffaits was limited to the post-Bay of Pigs period, stated that

his general opinion, based on his close confact with President Kennedy,
was that = . .

* ¥ % guch an act {as assassination] was totally foreign to his character angd
conscience, foreign to his fundamental. reverence for human life and his respect
for his adversaries, foreign to his insistence upon a moral dimension in U.S.
foreign policy and his concern for this country’s reputation abroad and foreign
to his pragmatic recognition that so horrendous but inevitably counterproductive
a precedent committed by a country whose own chief of state was inevitably
valuerable could only provoke reprisals and inflame hostility. * * * ( Sorensen,

7/21/75, p. 5) . AR
Sorensen stated that President Kennedy “would not make major for-
eign policy decisions alone without the knowledge or participation of
one or more of those senior foreign policy officials in whose Jjudgment
and discretion he had confidence.” (Sorensen, 7/21/75, p. 6)
Sorensen concluded his testimony with the following exchange:

" Q. Would you think it would be possible that * * * the Agency, the CIA
could somehow have been under the impression that they had a tacit authorization
for assassination due to a_circumspect discussion that might have taken place
in any of these meetings? -

SorENSEN. It is possible, indeed, I think the President on more than one
occasion felt that Mr. Dulles, by making rather vague and sweeping references
to. particular countries was seeking tacit approval without ever asking for it
and the President was rather concerned that he was not being asked for ex-
plicit directives and was rot being given explicit information, so it is possible.
But on something of this kind, assassination, I would doubt it very much. Either
you are for it or you are not for it, and he was not for it. (Borensen 7/21/75,

pDp. 82-33)
j/ (4) The Question of Whether Assassination Efforts Were Disclosed
in Various Briefings of Administration Officials, .
a. Briefing of the President-Elect S
In the latter part of November 1960, after the Presidential election,
Dulles and Bissell jointly briefed President-elect Kennedy on “the

most important details with respect to the operation which became
the Bay of Pigs.” (Bissell, 6/9/75, p. 84) lg

issell testified that he
did not believe the ongoing sassassination efforts were mentioned to
the President-elect at that meeting. (Bissell, 6/9/75, pp. 27, 35-36)
Bissell surmised that the reasons he and Dulles did not tell Kennedy
ut that initial meeting were that they had “apparently” thought it
was not an important matter,? and that they “would have thought that
that was a matter of which he should be advised upon assuming office

mrsma

* Goodwin did hear about assasslnation on two occasions. One involved a meeting be-
tween the President and reporter Tad Szule in November 1961 (see discussion pp. 138-139)
and 1%;231%9)1- involved the Special Group (Augmented) roeeting of August 10, 1982, {See

-~ *This reason was 2lso given by Bissell in response to the Commitiee’s questioning of his
assumption that Dulles probably told Presldent Elsenhower about the assassination opera-
jon: ** 3 & {he Mafia operatlon was not regarded as of enormous importance and there
wen;aesgxnuch more lmportant matters to talk about with the President.” (Bissell, 7/17/75,
P )
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McManus disagreed with Helms’ perception, stating that “it never
occurred to me” that Kennedy’s exhortation included permission to
assassinate Castro, Nor did the spirit of the meeting as a whole leave
McManus with the impression that assassination was either contem.
plated or authorized. (McManus, 7/22/75, pp. 9-10) *

E. GENERAL LANSDALE’S MONGOOSE PLANNING TASKS

-~ On January 18, 1962, Lansdale assigned 32 planning tasks to the
agencies participating in MONGOOSE. In a memorandum to the
working group members, Lansdale emphasized that “it is our job to
put the American genius to work on this project, quickly and effec.
tively. This demands a change from the business as usual and a hard
facing of the fact that we are in a combat situation—where we have
been given full command.” (Lansdale memorandum, 1/20/62
The 32 tasks comprised a variety of activities, ranging from in-
telligence collection to planning for “use of U.S. military force to
support the Cuban popular movement” and developing an “opera-
tional schedule for sabotage actions inside Cuba.”? In focusing on
intelligence collection, propaganda, and various sabotage actions,
Lansdale’s tasks were consistent with the underlying strategy of
MONGOOSE to build gradually towards an internal revolt of the
Cuban people. ; '
Lansdale transmitted a copy of the tasks to. Attorney General Ken-
nedy on January 18, 1962, with a handwritten note stating: “my re-
view does not include the sensitive work I have reported to you; I felt
you preferred informing the President privately.” Lansdale testified
that this sensitive work did not refer to assassinations and that he
“never took up assassination with either the Attorney General or the
President.” He said that he could not precisely recall the nature of this
“sensitive work™ but that it might have involved a special trip he made
under cover to meet Cuban leaders in Florida to assess their political
strengths. (I-ansdale, 7/8/75,p. 30)
- In a memorandum to the Attorney General on January 27, 1962
Lansdale referred to the possibility that “we might uncork the touch-
down play independently of the institutional program we are spur-
ring.” (Memo, Lansdale to Attorney General, 1/27/62) Lansdale

_*There was a great deal of evidence showing that Cuba had a high priority in the
Kennedy Administration, and the very existence of a high-level proup like the Speclal
Group (Augmented) further demonstrated Cuba’s importance. MeNamara stated that “we
were hysterical about Castro at the time of the Bay of Plgs and thereafter.” (In the same
context, McNamara stated. “I don’t belleve we contemplated assassination.”) (MeNamara.
7/22/75, p. 93) Simllarlg. General Lansdale informed the members of his interagency
committee that MONGOOSE “‘demands a change from business-as-usual and a hard faeins
of the fact that you're in a combat situation where we have been glven full command.
. {Lansdale Memo. 1/20/682) - ) :

On thé other hand, Theodore Sorensen testified that “‘there were lots of top prioritirs.
and it was the job of ¥ continually tell various agencies their particular
subject was the top priority’’ and althongh Cuba was “important” it was “fairly well down
on the list of the Presldent’s agenda.’” (Sorensen, 7/21/75, p. 12) For example, whe
President Kennedy was told that his first letter to Khruschev in the secret correspondenc:
which lasted two or three years would be ‘“the single most imporfant document you will
write during your Presidency.” President Kennedy sald, “Yes, we get these every dad

- over here.” {Borensen, 7/21/75, p. 12) .

® Parrott snrcastically characterized Lansdale’s plans as follows: :

L T'll give you one example of Lansdale’s perspicacity. He had a wonderful plan for .'.'l‘f;
ting rid of Castro. This plan consisted of spreading the word that the Second Coming o
Christ was imminent and that Christ was agalnst Castro (who) was anti-Christ. And
Fou “would spread this word around Cuba, and then on whatever date it was, that there
would be a manifestation of this thing. And at that time-—this is absolutely true—and
at that time just over the horizon there would be an American submarine which waould
surfuca off of Cubn and send up some starshells. And thls would be the manifestution
of the Second Coming and Castro would be overthrown * * * :

Well, some wag called this operation—and somebody dubbed this—Elimination b¥
IMumination.” {Parrott, 7/10/75, pp. 49, 50)
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Drder ond

During one appearance before the Committee, Helmns was asked by
: the Chairman : !

te Castro. )

sint where

" The CrrAIRMAN. Since he [Kennedy] was on ‘the phone to you repeatedly did
x0. Helms S

:-he ever tell you to kill Castro?. . -
. Mr. HELMS, No. . : g L

-The CHAIRMAN. He did not? . S e I Sl

. Mr. HELMs, Not in those words, no. (Helms, 7/17/75, p. 13)1 | :

Jgﬁ’at“’ %1 "ifqi Helms testified that he had never told Attornéy General Kennqdy
-8) about any assassination activity. He assumed that “he wasn’t in-

4% formed by anyone,” and added that “Harvey kept phase 2 [the
i Rosselli plot] pretty much in his back pocket” (Helms, 6/13/75, pp.
- 57-58). Helns also said that the Attorney General had never told him
“that assasination was ruled out. (Helms, 7/17/75, p. 13) He added
that he did not know if Castro’s assassination would have been morally

1y assassi-
abarrass a
wn of for-
dded that

ko usc asa

*resident’s -unacceptable to the Attorney General, b_ut he believed that Robert
:, 6/13/75. ~Kennedy “would not have been unhappy if [Castro] had disappeared -
assination fl the scene by whatever means.” (Helms, 7/17/7 5, pp. 17-18). '
3-29) (4) Helms® Testimony as to Why he Did Not Obtain a Direct Order
% its :lne“t“ " Helms testified that assassination “was not part of the CIA’s pol-
because to

¢y” and was not part of its “armory.” (Helms, 6/18/75, pp. 87-88)

- Helms said that he “never liked assassination,” and banned its use five
ears after he became Director of Central- Intelligence. (Helms,
6/18/75, p. 166) Helms also testified to his “very grave doubts about
the wisdom” of dealing with underworld figures when Harvey pro--
‘posed contacting Rosselli to see if gangster links to Cuba could be
developed. (Helms, 6/13/75, p. 33; 7/18/75, p. 81) :

~ Despito these reservations, Helms did not seek approval for the
‘assassination activity. He said this was because assassination was not
a subject which should be aired with higher authority. (Helms,
£.7/18/75, pp. 81-32) Specifically, he said he did not seek SGA ap-
roval because; .. - T . . SR

w passed.”

ussination
vessed for

=h other in -
was on the )
phone even

the group's

Anterested in "1 didw’t see how one would have expected that a thing like killing or murdering -
4 or assassination would become a part of & large group of people sitting around
g8 table in the United States Government. (Helms, 7/17/75, p. 14) - ] .
His unwillingness “to embarrass a President of the United States
:[by] discussing the assassination of foreign leaders in his presence”
as already been noted. (Helms, 6/13/75, Pp-29) e

Helms gave additional testimony in response to questions concern-

g his failure to seek explicit authorization for assassination

= contact be-
with Robert
1 the time.”
=rt Kennedy :
-ney General
» We've heen
Zhing of thiy

_ns who was
= July 1862,
rhe Afttorney
al sald that

1 that: “He ehiviby. i s sl o . o

had a plan A . : - A Lo e AR L . -
3/75, p. 3(:) Senator HUDDLESTON, * * * it did not ocecur to you to inquire of the Attorney
-0 five or six

neral or of the Special Group or of anyone that when they kept pushing and
sking for action * * * to clarify that question of whether you should actually
be trying to assassingte? - . S R

r. Heryms. I don't know whether it was in training, experience, tradition or
gctly what one points to, but ¥ think to go up to a Cabinet officer and say, am

mnons, Money,
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Cuba “using
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1 Helms -immediately reiterated that his perception of authority for Castro’s assassina-

Hon derived from the pressure exerted by the Administration agalinst Castro. The excbange -

tween the Chairman and Helms continued as follows

“The CHAIRMAN. Well, did he ever tell you in other words that elearly conveyed to

l}'the message that he wanted to kill Castro?

% “HELMS. Sir, the last {lme I was here [before the Committee], I did the best I could

#bout what I believed to he the parameters under which we were working, and that

was to get rid of Castro. I can’t imagine any Cabinet ofiicer wanting to slgn off on some-
ing like that. T can't imagine anybody wanting something in writing saying I have just

l!hﬂ; ed Mr. Jones to go out and shoot Mr. Smith.” (Helms, 7/17/75, pp. 13-14)
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I right in assuming that you want me to
nate Castro, is a question it
* -

assassinate Castro or to try to assassi- B. HA

wouldn’t have occurred to me to ask.

. C e . « R 1) Harvey's pe

.~ Senator Huppresrox. * * * [ Harvey stress

plain, simple English language ] i ediate super.

that kind of activity.” (Helms, 7/17/%, pointed out that

PP, 51-52) . ‘ ; : o ' gency came frop,
* B * - ™ : - o *

- : : . : . . S “Z [AM no time dur
“Senator MoreaN. In light of your previous statement that this is a Christian e h i
country and that this Committee has to face up to the Prime moral issue of
whether or not killing is * * » acceptable * * * don't you think it would have

taken affirmative permission or authority to kill, rather than just saying it wag
not eliminated from the authority or you were not restricted * * *?

&t ] ifit that point my pro
“Mr. HELMS. * * * Xkilling was not part of the CIA's policy. It was not part or the Director cones
of the CIA’s armory * * * hyt in this Castro operation * * * T have testifled as i )

best X eould about the atmosphere of the time, what I understood was desired Harvey stated

fand] that this was getting rid of Castro, if he had been gotten rid of by this sassination activi:
means that this would have been acceptable to certain individuals * * * I was

‘was DCL.
%;sté ggglg)g yxy best to do what I tihogght I Wa‘s supposed to c:io.” (Helms, 8/13/75, . gfl,s th ecqu eg?oﬁag
" “When asked why he had not sought clarification from the Special 1g exchange ocon
Groupi its members, or Robert Kennedy as to whether it wa he CHAIRMAN. T)

(144 .
. L ) whe s Jm fact, tor had knowledge ¢t
the policy of the Government to actually kill Fidel Castro,” Helms yuns in the langd.

answered, . .- e Mr. Ha®VEY. No, ¢
I don’t know * * * There 1s som (Harvey, 6/25/75, .
connecti i s selli

(2) Harvey and ¢i

ed, eve in the end made Dl}rmg the M(
this thing simply collapse, disappear. And T don't recall what I was briefed on at eetmgs as the C
the time. Maybe I was kept currently informe

d and maybe I wasn't, and today .g=formed the SGA
I don’t remember it * * * But I do not recall ever having been convinced that ; lots and that at r
. any attempt was really made on Castro’s life. And since I didn’t believe any ) A
attempt had been made on Castro’s life, I saw no reason to pursue the matter & excep 19; one on
further, (Helms, 7/18/75, pp. 31-32) . e :

(5) Helms® Perception of the Relation of Special Group Controls to.

o Assassination Activity Coe Y : ‘ tation. F b
- Helms stated that the SGA’s control system for MONGOOSE was b 1io0: Larvey tes
not intended to apply to assassination activity. (Helms, 7/18/75, p. 21)

Helms stated that the SGA’s decision on March 5, 1962, that major op-

erations going beyond the collection of intelligence must receive ad- toix: J this as one
vance approval referred to “rather specific items that the Special overad the éh%ﬁcgai
Group had on its agenda” from the outset of MONGOOSE (Helms. | “Bthe way of small eroft

7/18/%5, p. 21) Helms said that since assassination was not among those v The SGA expect
items, the SG-A would not have expected assassination activity to come - o i to Miam! I’)Wh

within its purview. (Helms, 7/18/75, p. 21) As to the SGA’s stated SCEA th t1~ mi.

- desire to “keep its hands tightly on preliminary actions” leading at:
towards sabotage and other covert activity,lII-Iil-m‘:sl chaf,ractenzed 1‘tta§3
the kind of injunction “that appears in all kinds of governmenta 0 |
minutes of meetings.” (Helms, 7/ 1%/ 75, pp. 16-17) S ) vailable, (Memoran

- Helms stated that although there were “no limitations™ on actions ’ On L
to remove Castro during MONGOOSE, there were restraints on saho-

chad 1o involvement

Ormation on the s

! “Initiating
tage operations. He did not understand the absence of specific limita- ‘ urn to Washingt:
tions to anthorize more drastic actions, such as committing the United ansdale) At an S(

States military to an invasion of Cuba, (Helms, 7/18/75, p. 9)* tat Harvey “atten

1 Helma testified that, althourh loss of life was implicit In the MONGOOSE operations% This meeting and the
“I think there wag an effort made not to take tacks that would recklessiy kill a lot ot 181-169.
people and not achleve very much, I think there was an effort. if you had a sabotn_i.:f :
oneration, mot to throw a Jot of hand grenades into a city, but rather take out the rm_“‘]i" 3
Mant whick would actually damage the economy of the ecountry. There was an effort mads
" to find devices that would geem te have a useful end.” (Helms, 7/17/75, pp. 63-64)
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Contrary to the opinion expressed by other witnesses, Gilpatric
testified that “it was not unusual” for the President and the Attorney
General to deal directly with people at various levels in the Execu-

 tive Branch. (Gilpatric, 7/8/75, p. 58) He described Robert Kennedy
as the “moving spirit” of MONGOOSE (Gilpatrie, 7/8/75, p. 11)
whose role was “principally to spur us on, to get going, get cracking.”
(Gilpatric, 7/8/75, p. 47.) Although Robert Kennedy frequently com-
plained that the plans of the CIA and MONGOOSE were not “massive
enough,” and that “we should get in there and do more,” Gilpatric
said that the Attorney Greneral was not urging specific proposals, and
that he had desired only “to limit the Castro regime’s effectiveness.”
(Gilpatric, 7/8/75,p. 47) ~ - - o T N

Dean Rusk served as Secretary of State throughout the Kennedy
Administration and participated in a number of SGA meetings dur-
ing the MONGOOSE operation. (Rusk, 7/10/75,p.7) =~

Rusk testified that he had never been informed of any Castro
assassination plans or undertakings and had no knowledge of any
such activity. (Rusk, 7/10/75, p. 52) He found it “very hard to be-

- lieve” that in the course of urging action against Castro, President
Kennedy or Robert Kennedy would have sanctioned any measure
against Castro personally.! He believed that while it was “possible”
that someone might have thought that specific courses of action were
authorized by the emphasis in” SGA meetings, permission to commit
an assassination could not have been reasonably inferred.

" It would have been an abuse of the President and the Attorney General if
somebody had thought they were getting that without confirming that this was,
in faet, an official, firm policy decision. (Rusk, 7/10/75, pp. 97-9R)

Rusk testified that he could not imagine the President or the At-
torney General having circumvented the SGA by going directly to
- Helms or Harvey about assassinating Castro.?

. Theodore Sorensen served as a Special Assistant to President Ken-

nedy during the entire Kennedy Administration. He was a member

of t{e National Security Council Executive Committee that dealt with
the Missile Crisis, but was not involved with MONGOOSE.

Sorensen testified that in all his daily personal meetings with the
"President and at NSC meetings he attenged, there was “not at any

14Senator HUDDLESTON: * * * [Do] your contacts with Robert Kennedy or Prestdent
Kennedy, indicnte to you that they were agitated to such an extent about Cuba and
MONGQOSHE progress that in a conversation with someone urging them to get off their rear-
end and get something done that they might convey the message that they meant anything,
go_to any length to do something about the Castro regime?

Mr. Rusg. I find it very hard-to believe that Robert Kennedy standing alome, or par-
ticularly . Robert Kennedy alieging to speak for President Kennedy, would have gone
down that trail * * *.”" (Rusk, 7/10/75, p. 98.) . .

? “Senator MONDALE: * * % We asked General Taylor yesterday whether he thought
something of informal, subterranean, whatever kinds of communications from the highest
level to Helms would have been possible without his knowledge, and he said be felt that
'was incredible, he didn’t think it was Eosslble. : . bR

Do you think that it would be likely that an informal order around channels, say to
Helms or to Harvey: . - - . S e

The CHAIRMAN : Over a three-year perlod. - IR :

Senator MONDALE: Over a three-year period would have been possible without your
belng Informed? . . . .

Mr. RUSK : Theoretically, Sensator, one would have to say 1t is possible.

Senator MONDALE : But based on your experience? . :

Mr. RUSK: In terms of practicality, probability and so forth, I don’t see how it could
have happened. . . s

You know those things, in these circles we were moving in could not be Hmited in that
way. You know the echoes would come back.” (Rusk, 7/10/75, p. 99) .

time any mention—my
: p'.S.-sponsored Plan tc
7/21/75,p. 4)
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atric %Hée any men(%iox;*much less approval by [the President]—of any
-rney o.aponsored plan to assassinate any foreign leaders.” (Sorensen; .
nedy . o L P P
11) (4) Tue Avcusr 10, 1962 Sprcrar Grour (AveMENTED) MEETING
mg, Ce . . . R . L.
com- The question of liquidating Cuban leaders was raised at 2 Ineeting’
<sive of the SGA on August 10, 1962. On August 13,1962, Lansdale directed
airic Harvey to include in'a proposed plan for Phase IT of MON GOOSE,
and ah option for the “liquidation of leaders.” o .
ess.” "At the outset, it should be noted that the documents and testimony
about the meeting indicate that the discussion of assassination on
nedy - August 10 was unrelated to the assassination activity undertaken by.
dur 5 Harvey and Rosselli, or to any other plans or efforts to assassinate
b % Castro. The'Inspector General’s Report states: S
astro " The subject (of a.Castro assassination) was raised at a meeting at State on
any = 10: August 1962, but is unrelated to any actual attempts at assassination, It did
3 bo- .- result in a MONGOOSE sgction memorandum by Lansdale assigning to CIA
dent “action for planning liquidation of leaders. (1.G. Report, p.118) .o i L
sure This finding of the Inspector General is supported by both the
“ble” %. chronology of the Castro assassination efforts and the testimony of
were - Harvey. Harvey gave Rosselli the poison pills for use against Castro
nmit (and shortly thereafter was informed that the pills were inside Cuba)
three months before the ‘August 10 meeting. There was no Castro
al if assassination activity during the remainder of 1962. B
“‘vai . Harvey attended the August 10 meseting and recalled that the ques-
o tion of a, Castro assassination was raised. He testified that the assas-
At % Smation discussion was not related to his activities with Rosselli.
o “ (Harvey, 7/11/75, pp. 48-50) He said that he did not regard the
Y < Iscussion as authorization for his Rosselli operation because
Cen- “the authority, as T understood it, for this particular operation went.
her back long before the formation of the SGA.” (Harvey, 7/11/75, p. 49).
=vith e et g e o : . Y LT
; .. . . A THE CONTEMPORANEOUS DOCUMENTS
- the 163} Eaﬁsdale’siAdgustJS,196’2Memomndum B
an T8 it s Ny R o
y Lansdale’s August 13 memorandum was sent to Harvey and to
sident ‘the. other members of Lansdale’s interagency working group.® The
2 and = Memorandum stated . ...i: ., e P e an o Aiectmes oo
ihing, 11 compliance with the desires and guidance expressed in the August 10 policy
= par- meeting on Operation MONGOOSE, we wili produce an outline of an .alternate
gone Course B for submission, . T LA S SO L T e
pught I believe the paper need contain only a ‘statement of objectives and a. list of
ghest mplementing activities, The lst of actlvities will be -under the beading of:-
that mteiligence, Political, Heonomie, Psychological,_' Paramilitary, and M_ilitary,
ny to e ——— S : N . .
P i Lansdale sent coples of his memorandum to Robert Hurwitch (State Department),
vour ?’lofexgzmci‘;x) Harrls (Defense Depariment) and Donald Wilson (United States In-
Len General Harris testified, he identified & document drafted by the MONGOOSE
ng Group in the Defenge Department shortly before the August 10 meeting. The
? ent lsted a number of fteps that could be taken in the event of an intensified
=zould S ¥00SE program that might involve United States military intervention. One snch
} assassinate Castro and his handful of top men.” General Harris stated that this
that out of the ordinary in terms - of contingency planninz * * * {t's one of the
look at.” (Harris 8/18/75,.p. 87) There was no evidence that this document
8 MONGOOSE Working Group.
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tioned at the Presidential level, and by the failure of the successive .
administrations to make clear that assassination was not permissible:
This point is one of the subjects considered in the next sectlon. ’

- 4. THE FAILURE IN COMMUNICATION BETWEEN AGENGY OFFICIALS IN
'CHARGE OF THE ASSASSINATION OPERATIONS AND THEIR SUPERIORS I3
THE AGENCY AND IN THE ADMINISTRATION WAS DUE TO: (A) THE FAIL-

- URE OF SUBORDINATES TO DISCLOSE THEIR PLANS AND OPERATIONS TO
- THEIR SUPERTORS ; AND (B) THE FAILURE OF SUPERIORS IN THE CLIMATE
OF VIOLENCE AND AGGRESSIVE COVERT ACTIONS SANCTIONED BY THE AD-
MINISTRATIONS TO RULE OUT ASSASSINATION A8 A TOOL OF FOREIGX
POLICY j TO MAKE CLEAR TO THEIR SUBORDINATES THAT ASSASSINATION

WAS IMPERMISSIBLE ; OR TO INQUIRE FURTHER AFTER RECEIVING INDICA-
TIONS THAT IT WAS BEING CONSIDERED - =

While we cannot find that officials responsible for making policy .
. decisions knew about or authorized the assassination attempts (with
the possible exception of the Lumumba case), Agency operatives at
least through the level of DDP nevertheless perceived assassination
. to have been permissible. This failure in communication was inexcus-
able in light of the gravity of assassination. The Committee finds that
the failure of Agency officials to inform. their superiors was reprehen-
sible, and that t%)e reasons that they offered for having neglected to
‘inform their superiors are unacceptable. The Committee further finds
“that Administration officials failed to be sufficiently precise in their
directions to the Agency, and that their attitude toward the possibility

- of assassination was ambiguous in the context of the violence of other
activities that they did authorize. RIS

(¢) Agency officials failed on several occasions to reveal the plots to
- their superiors, or to do so with, sufficient detail and clarity
Several of the cases considered in this report raise questions con-
erning whether officials of the CIA sufficiently informed their su-
periors in the Agency or officials outside the Agency about their
activities, R B B S

The failure of Agency officials to inform their superiors of the assas-
ination efforts against Castro is particularly troubling. .. =~ -
~-On the basis of the testimony and documentary evidence before the
Comnmittee, it is not. entirely certain that Dulles was ever made aware
0f the true nature of the underworld operation. The plot continued into
3 cCone’s term, apparently without McCone’s or the Administration’s
mowledge or approval, - o o o e '

* On some occasions when Richard Bissell had the opportunity to in-
orm his superiors about the assassination effort against Castro, he
ither failed to inform them, failed to do so clearly, or misled them.
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the assassination operation using underworld figures, but that they did
so “circumlocutiously”, and then only after contact had been made
with the underworld and a price had been offered for Castro’s death.
Perhaps Bissell should have checked back with Dulles at an earlier
stage after having received approval to give “thorough considera-
‘tion” to Castro’s “elimination” from Dulles in December 1959, ..
Bissell further testified that he never raised the issue of assassina-
tion with non-CIA officials of either the Eisenhower or Kennedy Ad-
ministration. His reason was that since he was under Dulles in the
chain of command, he would normally have had no duty to discuss the
matter with these Presidents or other Administration officials, and that
he assumed that Dulles would have “circumlocutiously” spoken with
Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy about the operation. These rea-
sons are insufficient. It was inexcusable to withhold such information
from those responsible for formulating policy on the unverified as-
sun;'ption that they might have been “circumlocutiously” informed by
The failure either to inform those officials or to make certain that
they bad been informed by Dulles was particularly reprehensible in
light of the fact that there were many occasions on which Bissell
should have informed them, and his failure to do so was misleading,
In the first weeks of the Kennedy Administration, Bissell met with
Bundy and discussed the development of an assassination capability
~within CIA—ZExecutive Action. But Bissell did not mention that an
actual assassination attempt was underway. Bissell appeared before
the Taylor-Kennedy Board of Inquiry which was formed to report
to the President on the Bay of Pigs and the Cuban situation, but he
testified that he did not inform: the Board of the assassination opera-
tion.? As chief of the CIA directorate concerned with clandestine
operations and the Bay of Pigs, Bissell frequently met with. officials
in the Eisenhower and Kennedy Administrations to discuss Cuban
operations, and his advice was frequently sought. He did not tell them
that the CIA had undertaken an effort to assassinate Castro, and did
not ask if they favored proceeding with the effort. He was present at
the meeting with Dulles and President Kennedy at which the new
President was briefed on covert action in Cuba, but neither Dulles
nor Bissell mentioned the assassination operation that was under-
way. Dulles himself may not have always been candid. On December
11,1959, he approved the CIA’s giving “thorough consideration to the
elimination of Fidel Castro,” but told the Special Group in a meeting
the following month that “we do not have in mind the quick elimina-
tion of Castro, but rather actions designed to enable responsible opposi-
tion leaders to get a foothold.” , B PPV P
©  The failures to make forthright disclosures to policy-makers con-
tinned during the time that Richard Helms was DDP. Helms’ failure
to inform McCone about the underworld operation (when it was re-
activated under Harvey and poison pills were sent to Cuba) was a
grave error in judgment, and Helms’ excuses are unpersuasive. In
May 1962 the Attorney General was told that the CIA’s involve-

! Even assuming that Bissell correctly perceived that Dulles understood the nature of
the operation, it was also inexcusable for Bissell not to have briefed Dulles in plain
language, Further, even if one accepts Bissell’s assumption that Dulles told the Presi-
dents, they would have been told too late, becanse Bissell “guessed” they would have
been told that the operation “had been planned and was being attempted.”

2 Dulles wak 2lso o member of the Board.
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ment in an assassination plot had terminated with the Bay of Pigs. -
Not only did Edwards, who had briefed the Attorney General, know -
that the operation -had not been terminated, but Helms did not inform
the Attorney General that the operation was still active when he
learned that the Attorney General had been misled. Helms did not
inform McCone of the plot until August 1963, and did so then in a
manner which indicated that the plot had been terminated before
MecCone became Director. Helms’ denial that AM/LASH had been
involved in an assassination effort in response to Secretary of State -
Rusk’s inquiries was, as Helms conceded, not factual. . :
When Helms briefed President Johnson on the Castro plots, he
apparently described the activities that had occurred during prior
administrations but did not describe the AM/LASH operation which
had continued until 1965. Helms also failed to inform the Warren
Commission of the plots because the precise question was not asked.?
Helms told the Committee that he Had never raised the assassina-
-tion operation with McCone or other Kennedy Administration officials
because of the sensitivity of the matter, because he had assumed that
the project had been previously authorized, and because the aggressive
- character of the Kennedy Administration’s program against the
Castro regime led him to believe that assassination was permissible,
‘even though he did not receive an express instruction to that effect.
He added that he had never been convinced that the operation would
succeed, and that he would have told McCone about it if he had ever
believed that it would “go anyplace.”
.. Helms’ reasons for not having told his superiors about the assassina- -
tion effort are unacceptable; indeed, many of them were reasons why
he should have specifically raised the matter with higher authority.
As Helms himself testified, assassination was of a high order of sensi-
tivity. Administration policymakers, supported by intelligence esti-
mates furnished by the Agency, had emphasized on several occasions
that successors to Castro might be worse than Castro himself, In addi-
lon, the Special Group (Augmented) required that plans for covert
actions against Cuba be submitted in detail for its approval. Although
kthe Administration was exerting intense pressure on the CIA to do
omething about Castro and the Castro regime, it was a serious error
to have undertaken so drastic an operation without making certain
that there was full and unequivocal permission to proceed. - '
«William Harvey, the officer in charge of the CIA’s attempt using
underworld figures to assassinate Castro, testified that he never dis- -
cussed the plot with McCone or officials of the Kennedy Administra-
on because he believed that it had been fully authorized by the pre-
ious Director, because he was uncertain whether it had a, chance of
ceeeding, and because he believed that it was not his duty to inform
thicher authorities. . e _ »
: Nonetheless, the Committee believes there were occasions on which
Tt was incumbent on Harvey to have disclosed the assassination opera-
ilon. As head of Task Force W, the branch of the CIA responsible
Or covert operations in Cuba, Harvey reported directly to General
ansdale and the Special Group (Augmented). The Special Group

John McCone was Director of the CIA and at least knew about the pre-Bay of Pigs
ot during the Warren Commission’s inquiry. MeCone failed to disclose the plot to the
Ommission, Allen Dulles was on the Warren Commission. He did not inform the other
embers about the plots that had occurred during his term as DCI. .
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(Augmented) had made it known that covert operations in Cuba should
be first approved by it, both by explicit iustruction and by its practice
that particular operations be submitted in. “nauseating detail’).: Yet
Harvey did not inform either General Lansdale or the Special Group
(Augmented) of the assassination operation, either when he was ex-
plicitly requested to report to McCone, General Taylor, and the
Special Group on his activities in Miami in April 1962, or when. the
subject of assassination was raised in the August 1962 meeting and
MecCone voiced his disapproval. Harvey testified that a matter as
sensitive as assassination would never raised in.a gathering as
large as the Special Group (Augmented). = w2

The Committee finds the reasons advanced for not having informed
those responsible for formulating policy about the assassination op-
eration inadequate, misleading, and inconsistent. Some officials viewed
- assassination as too important and sensitive to discuss with superiors,
while others considered it not sufficiently important. Harvey testified
that it was premature to tell McCone about the underworld operation
in April 1962, because it was not sufficiently advanced; but too late
to tell him about it in August 1962, since by that time Harvey had
decided to terminate it. On other oceasions, officials thought disclosure
was someone else’s responsibility ; Bissell said he thought it was u
to Dulles, and Harvey believed it was up to Helms. I

The Committee concludes that the failure to clearly inform policy-
makers of the assassination effort against Castro was grossly improper.
The Committee believes that it should be incumbent on the DDP
to report such a sensitive operation to his superior, the DCI, no matter
how grave his doubts might.be about the possible outcome of the opera-
tion. It follows that the DCI has the same duty to accurately inform
his superiors. ... 7o s e el s s e, e e
(@) Torujille- - = 70 T > :

Tn the Trujillo case there were several instances in which it appears
that policymakers were not given sufficient information, or were not
friformed 1n a timely fashion. e :

At a meeting on December 29, 1960, Bissell presented a plan to the
Special Group for supporting Dominican exile groups and Jocal dissi-
dents, and stated that the plan would not bring down the regime with-
out “some decisive stroke against Trujillo himself.” At a meeting on
January 12,1961, the Special Group authorized the passageof “limited
supplies of small arms and other materials” to Dominican dissidents
under certain conditions. 5% . 0 TR A

At this time, the fact that the dissidents had been contemplating the
assassination of Trujillo had been known in the State Department at
least through the level of the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-
American %ﬂ’airs, and by senior officials of the CIA, including the
DCI. Yet the internal State Department memorandum which was
furnished to Undersecretary Livingston Merchant, and which was said
to have been the basis for the Special Group’s agreeing to the limited
supply of small arms and other material (i.e., exgloswe devices), .(h(’l’
not mention assassination. Instead, it spoke of “sabotage potential
and stated that there “would be no thought of toppling the [govern-
ment] by any such minor measure [as the supplying of small arms and
explosives].” . . . Loel o TR

At a meeting of the Special Group on February 14, 1961, representa-
tives of the O1A briefed the new members of the Grroup on outstanding
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. for steps to “increase economiec hardship” in Cuba, sup
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“fussing” with. assassination, and that assassination ‘was not a sound
policy. (Bundy, 7/11/75,p.142) " .t SRR e
" Bundy said that:it was not unusual to assess the implications of a
foreign leader’s death, and named Stalin and De Gaulle as examples.
In the case of Castro, Bundy said he felt it was only prudent to at-
_tempt to assess a post-Castro Cuba since Castro was such a “dominant

- figure.” (Bundy, 7/11/75, p. 145) BL
" ‘¢. The Standing Group’s Discussion of United States Policy Toward

- Cuba

© ** The Standing Group’s documents indicate it continued fo assume
the desirability of harassing Cuba, but recognized that there were
few practical measures the United States could take to achieve Cas-
tro’s overthrow. :.... . .. I R T S
* In his April 21 memorandum on “Cuban Alternatives” Bundy
identified three possible alternatives: (1? forcing “a non-Communis
solution in Cuba by all necessary means,” (2) insisting on “major but
limited ends,” or (3) moving “in the direction of a gradual develop-
ment of some form of accomimodation with Castro.” (Bundy Memo-
randum, 4/21/63, p. 3) These alternatives were discussed at the Stand-
in% Group meetings on April 23 and May 28,1963,
- Borensen participated in these meetings. He testified that the
“widest possible range of alternatives” was discussed, but that
- #gecascination was not even on the list.” (Sorensen, 7/21/75, p. 4)
He said that options such as forcing “a non-Communist solution in
Cuba by all necessary means” -~ T
* * % could mot have included or implied assassination. Instead, it expressly
referred to the- development of pressures and gradual escalation of the con-
frontation in Cuba te produce an overthrow of the regime, including a willing-

" _ness to use military force to invade Cuba. Such a course was obviously not
- adopted by the President, and in any event expressed an-approach far different

from assassination. (Sorensen affidavit, 7/25/76)* - -

The record of the first Standing Group discussion of Bundy’s
memorandum shows that a number of alternatives {none of which
_involved assassination) were considered but no .'conclusions were
reached, - . . L LR
~The Standing Group again met on May 28, 1963. McCone argued
; lemented by
sabotage to “create a situation in Cuba in which it would be possible
to subvert military leaders to the point of their acting to overthrow
Castro” (Summary Record of NSC Standing Group Meeting,
 5/98/63) McNamara said that sabotage would not be “conclu-
sive” and suggested that “economic pressures which would upset
- Castro” be studied. Robert Kennedy said “the U.S. must do something
against Castro, even though we do not believe our actions would bring
_him down.”- (¢d.) Bundy summarized by stating that the task was
“to decide now what actions we would take against Castro, acknowl-

ag e

1The Bundy memorandum also used the phrase ““all necessary measures” to describe
the steps the American Government was willing to-take to “prevent’’ a direct military
threat to the United States or to the Western Hemisphere from Cuba. Sorensen explaine
the meaning of this phrase in the context of the April 23 discussion of Kennedy Adminis
tration polley. *[this- parase] could not by any stretch of .semanties or logic h .
ctuded assassination or any other injtiative. It re:
{mplemented -six months earlier when long-range missiles and other o
were placed in Coba.” {Sorensen affidavit, T/25/76) R
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(0) Administration officials failed to rule out assassination as a tool of
foreign policy, to make clogr to their subordinates thes aSsASSINAtion
was vnpermissible or to inquire further after veceiving indications
that assassination, was being considered

While we do not find that hi

i that high Administration officials expressly
approved of the assassination attempts, we have noted that certain

agency officials nevertheless perceived assassination to have been au-
thorized. Although those officials Were remiss in not seeking express
authorization for their activities, their superiors were also at fault for
glving vague instructions and for not ex

tion. No written order prohibiting assassination was Issued until 1972
and that order wag a

(2) Truitlo o . ,
Tmmediately following the assassination of Trujillo, there were a
- humber of high-Jevel meetings about the Dominican Republic attended

- by the policymakers of the Kennedy Administration. All relevant
facts concerning CIA and State Departmen ini
dissidents were fTully:known. No directive was 1ssued by the President

or the Special Group criticizing any a

spect of United States involve-
ment in the Dominican affair.” Similar

» there is no record of any
action having been taken prohibiting future Support or encouragement
- of groups or individuals known to planning the assassination of a

foreign leader, The meetings and discussions following the Trujilio
assassination represent another missed opportunity to establish an
administration policy against assassination and may partially account
for the CTA’s assessment of the Dominican operation as a suceess a fow
years later, They may also have encouraged Agency personnel, in-
volved in both the Trujillo and the Castro plots, in their belief that
the Administration would not be unhappy if the Agency were able
to make Castro disappear. No such laim, however, was made in testi-
mony by any agency official, R T T
(i2) Schneider -~ = . T e e
‘As explained above, there is no evidence that assassination was
ever proposed as a method of carryi
prevent Allende from assuming office
ever, that the

) e. ‘Apart from the question of whether
. Chile was justified under the circumstances of thj
Mittee believes that the Executiv
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s case, the Com-
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] m) Zumumbe - '
= We are unable to make g fin

tonally authorized an assassination effort aganst Lumumba due to
the lack of absolute certainty in the evidence, However, it appears
12t the strong langnage used in discussions at the Special Group and
SC, as reflected in minutes of relevant meetings, led Dulles to be-

tve that assassination wag desired. The minutes contain language




concerning the need to “dispose of” Lumumba, an “extremely strong

- feeling about the necessity for straightforward action,” and a refusal
to rule out any activity that might contribute to “getting rid of”

Lumumba. : : S N

(49) Castro .. o v il i EL S e el
" The efforts to assassinate Fidel Castro took placein an atmosphere of
extreme pressure by Eisenhower and Kennedy Administration officials
‘to discredit and overthrow the Castro regime. Shortly after Castro’s
- ascendancy to power, Allen Dulles directed that “thorough considera-
tion” be given to the “elimination” of Castro. Richard Helms recalled
1 remember vividly [that the pressure} was very intense. And therefore, when
vou go into the record, you find a lot of nutty schemes there and those nutty
schemes were borne of the intensity of the pressure. And we were quite
frustrated. - R S - DR
Rissell recalled that:: - o - s e
During that entire period, the Administration was extremely sensitive about
the defeat that had been inflicted, as they felt, on the U.S. at the Bay of Pigs,
and were pursuing every possible means of getting rid of Castro.: :-. '
Another CIA official stated that sometime in the Fall of 1961
Bissell Wass: - - - v oo ke i e
* % % chewed out in the Cabinet Room in the White House by both the President
and the Attorney General for, as he put it, sitting on his ass and not doing any-
thing about getting rid of Castro and the Castro Regime.
General Lansdale informed the agencies cooperating in Operation
MONGOOSE that “you’re in a combat situation where we have been
given full command.” Secretar of Defense McNamara confirmed
that “we were hysterical about 8’astro at the time of the Bay of Pigs
and thereafter.,” . -~ S I
Many of the plans that were discussed and often approved contem-
plated violent action against Cuba. The operation which resulted in the
Bay of Pigs was a major paramilitary onslaught that had the approval
of the highest government officials, including the two Presidents.
Thereafter, Attorney General Kennedy vehemently exhorted the Spe-
cial Group (Augmentedl that “a solution to the Cuban problem today
carried top priority * * * no time, money, effort—or manpower 15
to be spared.”® Subsequently, Operation MONGOOSE involved
propaganda and sabotage operations aimed toward spurring a revolt
of the Cuban people against Castro. Measures which were consid-
ered by the top policymakers included incapacitating sugar workers
during harvest season by the use of chemicals; blowing up bridges
and production plants; sabotaging merchandise in third countries—
. even those allied with the United States—prior to its delivery to Cubu:
and arming insurgents on the island. Programs undertaken at the urg:
ing of the Administration included intensive efforts to recruit and arm
dissidents within Cuba, and raids on plants, mines, and harbors. Con-
sideration and approval of these measures may understandably have
led the CIA to conclude that violent actions were an acceptable means
of accomplishing important objectives.- :

ey L

170he Attorney Clenaral himself took a personal interest in the recruitment and develeg
ment of assets within Cuba, on occasion recommendin%uCubans to the CIA as possibe
recruits and meeting in Washington and Florida with Cuban exiles active in the covert
war agalnst the Castro Government.
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itself. There is no evidence that the Attorney General told the CIA
that it must not engage in assassination plots in the future.

At a meeting of the Special Group (Augmented) in August 1962,
well after the assassination efforts were underway, Robert McNamara
is said to have raised the question of whether the assassination of o
Cuban leaders should be explored, and General Lansdale issued an : . PRACTICES CURRE
action memorandum assigning the CIA the task of preparing con- B OCCURRED WERE f
tingency plans for the assassination of Cuban leaders. While McCone : _FUSION, RASHXNES
testified that he had immediately made it clear that assassination ' 'CLARITY AND £0p;
was not to be discussed or condoned, Harvey’s testimony and docu-
ments which he wrote after the event indicate that Harvey may have the assassinati

~ been confused over whether McCone had objected to the use of assas- by the oust 103 I
sination, or whether he was only concerned that the subject not be sg;ﬁ;ed to ﬂ“l(énfﬁql‘a
put in writing. In any event, McCone went no further. He issued no view the followie
general order banning consideration of assassination within the (1) The engln';

Agency. SR c - " “intended purpose o3
~ One of the programs forwarded to General Lansdale by the De- £ other countries int
fense Department in the MONGOOSE program was entitled “Opera-  § and hence res )Omc.(i
tion Bounty” and envisioned dropping leaflets in Cuba offering re- - (2) The usle n}x
wards for the assassination of Government leaders. Although the plan matters-—such ao
~was vetoed by Lansdale, it-indicates that persons in agencies other than made clear 5 &
the CTA perceived that assassination might be permissible. : (3) The theorv ‘

‘While the ambivalence of Administration officials does not excuse grams is suffici !;-:t p
the misleading conduct by Agency officials or justify their failure to the passage of \:ea‘)(
seek explicit permission, this attitude displayed an insufficient con- 8 2EE & (4) Tfe theor ‘It('
cern about assassination which may have contributed to the perception by one DCT o ;'; N
that assassination was.an acceptable tactic in accomplishing the Gov- without the ne cec~§
ernment’s general objectives. ' : : =

»

Moreover, with the exception of the tight guidelines issued by the : Qfﬁ(cgz)xls'i‘he creation

Special Group (Augmented) concerning Operation MONGOOSE, authorization by po
. precise limitations were never imposed on the CIA requiring prior bilities, once creyz;tgd
\ %erénission for the details of other proposed covert operations against S

o, - - R . Bt 7 R e I - p! £

No general policy banning assassination was promulgated until {e) ledanger il
Helms’ intra-agency order in 1972. Considering the number of times » T,
the subject of assassination had ‘arisen, Administration officials were
remiss in not explicitly forbidding such activity. :

The committee notes that many of the occasions on which CTA
officials should have informed their superiors of the assassination
efforts but failed to do so, or did so-in a misleading manner, were also
occasions on which Administration. officials paradoxically may have
reinforced the perception that assassination was permissible, closures which precec

For example, when Bissell spoke. with Bundy about an Executive tates resorted to cl
Action capability, Bissell failed to indicate that an actual assassina- exposed. We were pa)
tion operation was underway, but Bundy failed to rule out assassina- sks and consequence
tion as a tactic. _— L _ S : We find that the ]

In May 1962, the Attorney General was misleadingly told about :reased when policyr
the effort to assassinate Castro prior to the Bay of Pigs, but not about ' evealed. Whatever ¢
the operation that was then going on. The Attorney General, however. ausible denial—a g
did not state that assassination was improper. - avolvement from the

‘When a senior administration official raised the question of whether : e Internal decision
assassination should be explored at a Special Group meeting, the & JAny theory which, a
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assassination operation should have been revealed. A firm- written

order against engaging in assassination should also have been issued
by Mc(%one if, as he testified, he had exhibited strong aversion to
assassination. T e B A P :

5. PRACTICES CURRENT AT THE TIME IN WHICH THE ASSASSINATION PLOTS
'OCCURRED WERE REVEALED BY THE RECORD TO CREATE THE RISK OF CON-
FUSION, RASHNESS AND IRRESPONSIBILITY IN THE VERY' AREAS WHERE

" CLARITY AND SOBER JUDGMENT WERE MOST NECESSARY e
Various witnesses described elements of the system within which

the assassination plots were conceived. The Committee is disturbed

by the custom that permitted the most sensitive matters to be pre-
sented to the highest levels of Government with the least clarity. We

view the following points as particularly dangerous: . . G
.- (1) The expansion of the doctrine of “plausible denial” beyond its
.intended purpose of hiding the involvement of the United States from
other countries into an effort to shield higher officials from knowledge,
- and hence responsibility, for certain operations, . = - . -
-. (2) The use of circumlocution or euphemism to describe serious
matters—such as assassination—when precise ‘meanings ought to be
ma,de.clear..‘,v»‘ L .’7,..‘__; e T P TR ,,.»f v, PR
(3) The theory that general approval of broad covert action pro-
grams is sufficient to justify specific actions such as assassination or
the passage of weapons. .. .~ . . Doty e e e D
+ (4) The theory that authority granted, or assumed to be granted;
by one DCI or one Administration could be presumed to continue
without the necessity for reaffirming the authority with successor -
officials. .. . A
(5) The creation of covert capabilities without careful review and
authorization by policymakers, and the further risk that such capa-
bilities, once created, might be used without specific authorization. - :
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'The original concept of “plausible denial” envisioned implementing

covert actions in a manner calculated to conceal American involvement

.- 1f the actions were exposed. The doctrine was at times a delusion and
; ot times a snare. It was naive for policymakers to assume that sponsor-

2

ship of actions as big as the Bay of Pigs invasion could be concealed.
The Committee’s investigation of assassination and the public dis-
closures which preceded the in uiry demonstrate that when the United
States resorted to cloak-and-c(llagger tactics, its hand was ultimately
exposed. We were particularly disturbed to find little evidence that the
risks and consequences of disc{osure were considered. ,

We find that the likelihood of reckless action is substantially in-
creased when policymakers believe that their decisions will never be
revealed. Whatever can be said in defense of the original purpose of
plausible denial—a purpose which intends to conceal United States
" Involvement from the outside world—the extension of the doctrine to
the internal decision-making process of the Government is absurd.
Any theory which, as a matter of doctrine, places elected officials on
the periphery of the decision-making process is an invitation to errTor,
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an abdication of responsibﬂity, and a perversion of democratic govern-
ment. The doctrine isthe antithesis of accountability. .~ ..~ -

wineumlocution” and “ Buphemism”

‘ Aocording to Richard Bissell, the extension of “plausible denial” to
internal decision-making required the use of circumlocution and
euphemism in speaking with Presidents and other senior officials.

- Hxplaining this concept only heightens its absurdity. On the one

hand, it assumes that senior officials should be shielded from the truth

Tho

" 'to enable them to deny knowledge if the truth comes out. On the other

hand, the concept assumes that conior officials must be told enough, by

way of double talk, to grasp the subject. As a consequence, the theory
fails to accomplish its objective and only increases the risk of mis-
understanding. Subordinate officials should describe their proposals in
clear, precise, and brutally frank language; superiors are entitled to,
and should demand, no less. e " S
Tuphemism may actually have been preferred—not because of
«plausible denial”—but because the persons involved could not bring
themselves to state in plain language what they intended to do. In some
instances, moreover, subordinates may have assumed, rightly or
wrongly, that the listening superiors did not want the issue square}ly
placed before them. «A ssassinate,” “murder” and “kil]” are words
‘many people do not want to s eak or hear. They describe acts which
should not even be proposed, let alone plotted. Failing to call dirty

business by its rightful name may have increased the risk of dirty

business being done. -~ - o

o (0) The danger of generalized instructions

Permitting specific acts to be taken on the basis of general ap-
provals of broad strategies (e.g., keep Allende from assuming oflice,
get rid of the Castro regime) blurs responsibility and accountability.
Worse still, it increases the danger that subordinates may take steps
which would have been disapproved if the policymakers had been
informed. A further danger is that policymakers might intentionally
use loose general instructions to evade responsibility for embarrassing
a(}tivities, » 7.-\ .:, - i RS ‘._-‘_: Sy . R . “.7, ‘:, P R e
- In either event, we find that the gap between the general policy
objectives and the specific actions undertaken to achieve them was

"~ fartoowide. .

It is important that policymakers review the manner in which their
directives are implemented, particularly when the activities are sensi-
tive, secret, and immune from public scrutiny. . - .

_ d) The danger of “Floating Authorization”

One justification advanced by Richard Helms and William Harvey
for not informing J ohn McCone about the use of underworld figures
to attempt to assassinate Fidel Castro was their assertion that the proj-
ect had already been approved by McCone’s predecessor, Allen Dulles,
and that further authorization was unnecessary, at least until the
operation had reached a more advanced stage. ' :

[
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We find that the idea that authority mieht or- .
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Finally, an assassination capability should never have been created
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- The Committee’s long investigation of assassination has brought
a number of important issues into sharp focus. Above all stands the
uestion of whether assassination is an acceptable tool of American
oreign policy. Recommendations on other issues must await the com- -
pletion of our continuing investigation and the final report, but the
Committee needs no more information to be convinced that a flat ban
against assassination should be written into law, . . - o
We condemn assassination and reject it as an instrument of Ameri-
can policy. Surprisingly, however, there is presently no statute mak-
ing it a crime to assassinate a foreign official outside the United States.
Hence, for the reasons set forth below, the Committee recommends the )
prompt enactment of a statute making it a Federal crime to commit
or attempt an assassination, or to conspire to do $0. Lo LU

-

HE

A. GENERAL - AcreEmexT  THAT TEHE UNITED

Stares Musr Nor
" Eneace v As8ASSINATION ‘

"Our view that assassination has no place in America’s arsenal is -
shared by the Administration. T o

President Ford, in the same statement in which he asked - this
Committee to deal with the assassination issue, stated : .

I am opposed to political assassination. This administration has not and will
not use such means as instruments of hational policy. (Presidential Press Con-
ference, 6/9/75, Weekly Compilation of Presgidential Documents, Vol. II,
No. 24, p. 811.) - . . . - T

The witnesses who testified before the Committee uniformly con-
demned assassination. The dénounced- it as immoral, described it as
impractical, and Jremindedy us_that an open society, more than any
other, is particularly vulnerable to the risk that its own leaders may
be assassinated. As President Kennedy reportedly said: “We can’t get
£ into that kind of thing, or we would all be targets.” (Goodwin,

- The current Director of Central Intelligence and his two predeces-
sors testified emphatically that assassination should be banned. ‘Wil-
liam Colby said:. . : o S R

S

. With respect to assassination, my position is clear, T just think it is wrong.
“And I have said so and made it very clear to my subordinates, (Colby, * * =
5/21/75, D89 ... . : . L

" Richard Helms, who had been ihvblved in a1‘1v:assassi'na)tion plot
before he became DCI, said he had concluded assassination should be
-ruled out for both moral and practical reasons: S

As a result of my experiences through the years, when I became Director I
had made up my mind that this option * * * pf killing foreign leaders, wasg

11?l<])meth:'mg that I did not want to happen on my watch, My reasons for this were
ese: . .

There are not onl
cal reasons.

3

y moral reasons but there are also some other rather practi-

ey
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It is almost impossible in a democracy to keep anything like that secret * * *,
Somebody would go to & Congressman, his Senator, he might go to a newspaper
man, whatever the case may be, but it just is not a practical alternative, it
seems to me, in our society. : IR wees

Then there is another consideration * * * if you are going to try by this kind
of means to remove a foreign leader, then who is going to take his place running
that country, and are you essentially better off as a matter. of practice when
it is over than you were before? And I can give you I think a very solid example
of this which happened in Vietnam when President Diem was eliminated from
the scene. We then had a revolving door of prime ministers after that for quite
some period of time, during which the Vietnamese Government at a time in its
history when it should have been strong was nothing but a caretaker govern-
ment * * * In other words, that whole exercise turned out to the disadvantage
of the United States, - : v i : : )

¥ % * there is no zénse in my sitting here with all the experience I have had
and not sharing with the Committee my feelings this day. It isn’'t because I have
lost my cool, or because I have lost my guts, it simply is because I don’t think
it is a viable option in the United States of America these days. )

Chairman CaurcH. Doesn’t it also follow, Mr. Helms—1I agree with what you
have said fully—but doesn’t it also follow on the practical side, apart from the
moral side, that since these secrets are bound to come out, when they do, they
do very grave political damage to the United States in the world at large?
I don’t know to what extent the Russians involved themselves in political assas-

- sinations, but under their system they at least have a better prospect of keeping

. it concealed. Since we do like a free society and since these secrets are going to
. come out in due course, the revelation will then do serious injury to the good

name and reputation of the United States, . . - IR L

‘Would you agree with that? - ... . . ... . ...

Mr. Herms. Yes, I would. - -

Chairman CrurcH. And finally, if we were to reserve to ourselves the preroga-
tive to assassinate foreign leaders, we may invite reciproeal action from foreign
governments who assume that if it's our prerogative to do so, it is their preroga-
tive as well, and that is another danger that we at least invite with this kind of
action, wouldn't you agree? .

Mr. HerMs : Yes, sir. (Helms, 6/18/75, pp. 76-78)

‘John McCone said he was opposed to assassinations because:

I didn't think it was proper from the standpoint of the U.S. Government and
. the Central Intelligence Age;_ney.-(McCone, 6/6/75.».15) . ... .. .

B. CIA Direcrives BANNING ASSASSINATION ,

Helms in 1972 and Colby in 1973 issued internal CIA orders ban-
ningassassination. Helms’ ordersaid: ~ * . '

It has recently again been alleged in the press that CIA. engages in assassina-
tion. As you are well aware, this is not the case, and Agency policy has long been
clear on this issue. To underline it, however, I direct that no such activity or
operation be undertaken, assisted or suggested by any of our personnel * * *,
(Memo, Helms to Deputy Dirvectors, 3/6/12).  i.ar o, e

In one of a series of orders arising out the CIA’s own review of
prior “questionable activity,” Colby stated: - SR TR

CIA will not engage in assassination nor induce, assist or suggest to others
that assasination be employed. (Mems, Colby to Deputy Directors, 8/29/73)

L B At B TN
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Commendable and welcome as they are, these CTA directives are not
sufficient. Administrations change, CIA. directors change, and some-
day in the future what was tried in the past may once again become a
temptation. Assassination plots did happen. It would be irresponsible
not to do all that can be done to prevent their happening again. A law
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STATTTE

these CTA directives are not
directors change, and some-
ast may once aggxhn be_conr}{sla
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heir happening again. A law

is needed. Laws EXpress our nation’s values; they deter those who

might be tempted to ignore those values and stiffen the will of those
who want to resist the temptation. - : : :

The Committee recommends a statute?l
criminal offense for persons subject to the jurisdiction of the United
States (1) to conspire, within or outside the United States, to assas-

sinate a foreign official ; (2) to attempt to assassinate a, foreign official,
or (3) to assassinate a foreign official.

Present law makes it a crime to kill
official or foreign official guest while such
States. (18 U.S.C. 1116-1117). However, there is no law which makes
it a crime to assassinate, to conspire to assassinate, or to attempt to
agsassinate a, foreign official while such officia} is outside the United
States. The Committee’s proposed statute is designed to closs this gap

which would make it a

in the law. : .

Subsection (a) of the proposed statute would punish conspiracies
within the United States; subsection (b) would punish conspiracies
outside the United States, Subsection (b)is necessary to eliminate the
loophole which would otherwise permit persons to simply leave the
United States.and conspire abroad. Subsections (c) and (d), respec-
tively, would make it an offense to attempt, to kill or to kill & foreign
official outside the United States,

Subsections (a), (b), (¢), and (d) would a
“officer or employee of the United States”
statute punishes conduct by United States G
well as conduct by private citizens, In addition, subsection (8), which
covers conspiracies within the United States, would apply to “any
other person,” regardless of citizenship. Non-citizens who conspired
within the United States to assassinate a foreign official would clearly
come within the jurisdiction of the law., Subsections b), (e), and
(d), which deal with conduct abroad, would apply to
citizens, and to officers or employees of the Umtedy
of their citizenship. Criminal liability fo
persons who are not American citizens o

r who are not officers or em.
pPloyees of the United States is beyond the jurisdiction of the United
tates, .. : - ) ’

“Foreign official” is defined in subsection (e) (2) to make clear that
an offense may be committed even though the “official” belongs to an
insurgent force, an unrecognized government, or a political party.
‘The Committee’s investigatioq——as' well as the reality of international
targets for assassination.? Killing,
to kill would be punishable under th
motivated. Political motivation wo
officials because of their political views, actions, or statements,

The definition of “foreign official” in section (e) (2) also provides
* that such person must be an official of a foreign government or move-

ment “with which the United States is not at war pursuant to a
declaration of war or against which the United States Armed Forces

e e :
1The recommended statute is printed in Appendix A,
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have not been introduced into hostilities or situations pursuant to
the provisions of the War Powers Resolution.” This definition makes
it clear that, absent a declaration of war or the introduction of United
States Armed Forces pursuant to the War Powers Resolution, the
killing of foreign officials on account of their. political- views would
be a criminal offense. . - - ST s e

During the Committee’s hearings, some witnesses, while strongly

condemning assassination, asked whether assassination should abso-
lutely be ruled out in a time of truly unusual national emergency.
Adolf Hitler was cited as an example. Of course, the casés which the
Committee investigated were not of that character.' Indeed, in' the
Cuban missile crisis—the only situation of true national danger con-
sidered in this report—assassination was not even considered and, if
used, might well have aggravated the crisis. g LD R

In a grave emergency, the President has a limited power to act, not
in violation of the law, but in accord with his own responsibilities
under the Constitution to defend the Nation. As the Supreme Court
has stated, the Constitution “is not a suicide pact.” (Kennedy v. Men-
doza-Martinez, 372 1U.S. 144,160 (1963)) ... = =+

During an unprecedented emergency, Abraham Lincoln claimed
unprecedented power based on the need to preserve the nation:

%* % * my oath to preserve the Constitution to the best of my ability, imposed
upon me the duty of preserving, by every indispensable means, that government-—
that nation—of which that Constitution was the organic law. Was it possible to
lose the nation, and yet preserve the Constitution? By general law, life and limb

~ must be protected ; yet often a limb must be amputated to save a life; but a life
is never wisely given to save a limb. I felt that measures, otherwise unconstitu-
tional, might become lawful, by becoming indispensable to the preservation of
the Constitution, through the preservation of the nation * * *. (The Compleie
‘Works of Abraham Lincoln, Vol. X, pp. 65-66.) (Nicolay and Hay, Eds. 1894.)

Whatever the extent of the President’s own constitutional powers;,
it is a fundamental principle of our constitutional system that those
powers are checked and limited by Congress, including the impeach-
ment power. As a necessary corollary, any action taken by a President
pursuant to his limited inherent powers and in apparent conflict with
the law must be disclosed to Congress. Only then can Congress judge
whether the action truly represented, in Lincoln’s phrase, an “indis-
pensable necessity” to the life of the Nation,: ~ = fn:iie =n o
" As Lincoln explained in submitting his extraordinary actions to
Congress for ratification: 2o 2 - SREREEEEER

In full view of his great responsibility he has, so far, done what he has deemed

“his duty. You will now, according to your own judgment, perform yours.
- (Abraham Lincoln, Message to Congress in Special Session, ‘July 4, 1861.)

i
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ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF SENATOR ROBERT MORGAN

Our Nation needs a strong, secure, and effective intelligence com-
munity. Our memory of Pear]l Harbor and testimony taken in hear-
ings with regard to that catastrophe as well as testimony taken during
these hearings clearly establish the need for a central intelligence
agency to coordinate the intelligence gathered by our various agencies
of Government. If the United States had had a coordinating intelli-
gence agency in 1941, the disaster at Pearl Harbor would, in my
opinion, have been averted. That we have now, and continue to have,
such an agency is essential if we are to avert any future threats to our
national security. Our national security is, after all else, of paramount
importance. S L - : :

verted by overzealous governmental action as well as antagonistic
domestic or foreign agents. Qur Nation cannot remain intact if we
ourselves subvert our own ideals; consequently, it is as important for
.~ our government to abide by them. In the words of U.S. Supreme
= Court Justice Louis Brandeis: . ) : : . :

be subjected to the same rules of conduct as the citizen. In a government of laws,
existence of the government will be imperiled if it fails to observe the law
scrupulously. Our government is the potent, the omnipresent teacher. For good
or for ill, it teaches the whole people by its example. If the government becomes
a lawbreaker, it breeds contempt for the law; it invites every iman to become
a law unto himself; it invites anarchy. To declare in the administration of [a
.- democracy such as ours] the end justifies the means * * * would bring terrible
3. retribution, Against that pernicious doctrine, [we] resolutely set [our] face.

It is argued, and in many cases justifiably so, that in dealing with
£ our national security, and especially with hostile or adversary forces

.- abroad, extraordinary means are necessary. So long as the Soviets
maintain KGB agents around the world, we must maintain an effective

particular activity of the government, which in the absence of armed
conflict, would, if true, shock the conscience and morals of most Amer-
cans. That this investigation was necessary was unfortunate, but it
’ % was made so by the broadly circulated and printed reports of alleged
? assassination plots, some of which were given credence by public state-
2 ments by various officials. It was my belief in the beginning, and still
s, that 1t would be far better to ascertain the truth as far as possible,
and clear the air, to the end that our intelligence agencies could get
back to their assigned tasks. : .
© I have weighed in my own mind for many days and nights how much
of the information contained in this report should be made available to
% 3the American public and thus to the world, including our potential
¥ grdversaries. That the public has a right to know is incontrovertible,

(299)

We must recognize, however, that our national security can be sub-

Decency, security, and liberty alike d‘emand that governmental officials shall

ntelligence gathering capability. However, this report deals with a
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SUBJECT : Briefing Format for a New DCI

1. In order to organize ideas for the briefing of any new DCI,
it would be helpful if each of you would prepare a Tist of those
subjects on which a formal briefing would be desirable. Your submis-
sion should include the subject, the briefer(s), and the length of time
required. The subjects should be Tisted in the order of lessening
priority and note should be taken of any related visits to installations
controlled by the offices within your directorates.

2. For your guidance, I have attached the summary material
prepared for briefing Mr. Bush and it should be kept in mind that -u
any new DCI will probably read the Functional Summary Data which A
you served up late last month. -

STAT

Executive Secretary
Attachment _ e

cc: . DDCI wo/att
SA/DCI wo/att
Distribution:
D/DCI/IC
D/DCI/NI
DDS&T
DDI
DDA
DDO

Comptroller

Regraded Unclassified when

separated from Secret SECRET S E2 IMPDET

attachment(s). | | STAT
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SCHEDULE OF BRIEFINGS

.

Date Time Location
Monday 11:00-12:00 Rm 179, ECB
22 Dec - :
. 3:00-6:00 Rm 179, ECB
5
Tuesday 8:30-9:30 Residence
23 Dec .

9:45-10:45 Residence
11:00-12:00 Residence
{ ﬁ}«%gé 2:00-3:00 To Be Confirmed

mro Be Confirmed

Wednesday
24 Dec

R Approved For Release 2005/113&,@@%@9 0-01089R000100090002-2

N
Subject

Agency Intelligence Publications

Investigations of CIA by House and Senate

o
I\ o b“\
‘Wov“k‘ Qe M

S RAPEARRY
1, >
Admlnlstrative Services Provided to
the DCI; Other Personal Arrangements
Legal Authorities Relating to the DCI
Agency Congressional Relations
Agency Relations with the Media;
Agency Information Policy

Background of Recent Agency Problems
(""Family Jewels'), and Remedial Directives

Open for re-scheduling of above briefings,
or for additional briefings you select.

1

L comuanck rwmlm:r{.
2. aCe b of«w&ﬁi -

Briefer

.Edward W. Proctor

Deputy Director for
Intelligence

Sco kenridge
Review Staff
Hank Knoche, Associate Deputy,
‘Intelligence Community Staff

TRev1ew %tarf

Jomn F. Blake
Deputy Director for
Administration

John S. Warner
General Counsel

George L. Cary, Jr.
Legislative Counsel

Angus M. Thuermer
Assistant to the Director

Donald F. Chamberlain
Inspector General
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Beginning Monday, 29 December, we will provide three briefings on the general subject: "The DCI as Head of the
Intelligence Community.' Each briefing will take approximately two hours,

Subject ' Briefer

The Intelligence Community and the Role of the DCI; the United States Lt. Gen. Samuel V. Wilson

Intelligence Board (USIB) and Its Committees Deputy to the DCI for the Intelligence
. Community

Current Studies of the Possible Re-Organization of the Community Richard Lehman

Director, Office of Strategic Research
Directorate of Intelligence

The National Intelligence Officers: Their Functions, Including George A. Carver, Jr.
Their Role in the Production of National Intelligence Estimates Deputy to the DCI for National Intelligence
Officers ’

_____

After these three briefings have been completed, a series of six briefings, each taking approximately two hours and
concerned with the general subject 'The DCI as Head of the CIA," will be arranged:

CIA Programs, Budget, and Manpower; CIA Relations with OMB John D. Iams, Comptroller

Organization of the DCI's Office and Its Functions Benjamin C. Evans, Executive Secretary
The Directorate of Intelligence, Organization and Functions Edward W. Proctor :

(Including Intelligence Support to the White House and the NSC) Deputy Director for Intelligence

The Directorate of Science and Technology, Organization and Carl E. Duckett

Function (Including Special Projects and the NRO) _ Deputy Director for Science and Technology
The Directorate of Administration, Organization and Function John F. Blake

(Including Special Proprietaries) Deputy Director for Administration

The Directorate of Operations, Organization and Function William E. Nelson

(Including WSAG and 40 Committee) Deputy Director for Operations

Detailed briefings of subordinate elements of CIA, including visits to Agency installations as
well as visits to other elements of the Intelligence Community, then will be arranged.

,A * V ) 15 S‘gﬁp %‘:-T .
] Approved For Release 2005/11/28. 'CIASRIIPH0-01089R000100090002-2
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Recommended Briefing Schedule P

for Mr, Bush

Date/Time  SUBJECT BRIEFER 25X1 TIME REQUIRED

2 Feb, Mew SALT: Monitoring and Compliance Edward W. Proctor, Deputy 60 minutes
10:00-12:00 - Director/Intelligence

I:lChief, CIS SALgEX1
Support Staff :

Technical Intelligence Studies in Support of Carl Duckett, Deputy Director/ 60 minutes
SALT S&T, Ernest Zellmer, Diissd:f)r,
Office of Weapons Intelligence
5:00-5:30
5:30-6:00
6:30-7:00 Support for DCI's Substantive Briefings [Chief, T2BX{ 30 minutes
(Congress, NSC, WSAG) sentation and Publication, NIO
6'&2'/:’?»;7 The Defense Intelligence Agency Lt.Gen. Eugene F. Tighe, 60 minutes
Hie . ‘ USAF, Acting Director, DIA
‘CIA R&D Program - DDS&T : Dr. Sayre Stevens, Deputy 60 minutes
jo Fens /T : - Director, DDS&T
CIA Exploratory R&D Program - DDS&T Donald Haas, Director, Office 60 minutes
25X 1 100071269 of Research and Development
Lesley C. Dirks, Director, 60 minutes
Office of Development and
Engineering
SECRET |
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Date/Time

ECRET -
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SUBJECT

17 Feb./Tus
1030-1I30

USIB: Committee on Imagery Requirements
and Exploitation (COMIREX)

CIA Imagery Exploitation {DDS&T) {Visit to
National Photographic Interpretation Center -

NPIC
|

BRIEFER -

Chairman 25X1

John Hicks, Director, NPIC

TIME REQUIRED
30 minutes

3 hours

3 hours

USIB - Human Resources Committee (HRC)

Lt.Gen, Sam Wilson, USA,
Acting Chairman, HRC/
Deputy to DCI for the
Intelligence Community

45 minutes

CIA Annual Personnel Plan (APP) and

Personnel Development Program (PDP) - DDA

Equal Employment Opportunity - O/DCI

25X1
Omego Ware, Director, EEQ

30 minutes
30 minutes

Electronic Surveillance (pre-briefing)

{(in preparation for Electronic Surveillance
Panel, under Chairmanship of DCI to be
held on 18 Feb.).

Lt, Gen, Sam Wilson

RAdm,. Donald M. Showers,
Deputy Chief, Collection and
Processing Assessment 25X
Division, IC Staff

USIB - Signals Intelligence (SIGINT) Comm.

CIA SIGINT Program (DDS&T)

]
(USAF -Ret,), Chairman 25X1
James Hirsch, Director,
Office of ELINT

30 minutes

60 minutes

2

 SECREL
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Date/Time

Approved For Release ZOOﬁ%EEIA:RDPSO-M089R0001 00090002-2 .

SUBJECT

The Soviet Union and Eastern Europe - NIO

BRIEFER TIME REQUIRED

NIO, USSR25X1 45 minutes

A ss't NIO,

Chief, SoviggXq1 60 minutes

Bloc Division (SE)

Lo : L

|
25X1

The Middle East - NIO

| NIO/ME SQ%% 45 minutes
AF

|U

USIB - Joint Atomic Energy Intelligence
Committee (JAEIC) - Note 19 Feb. Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy Briefing
by DCI

Dr. Seaborn A. Newton, 45 minutes
Chairman, JAEIC
25X1

25X1

Covert Action - DDO

Paramilitary Capabili’cies - DDO

25X1 60 minutes

3

SECREL _
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Date/Time  SUBJECT , BRIEFER - © TIME REQUIRED
China - NIO James R. Lilley, NIO/CH
25X1 Theodore G. Shackley, Chief
East Asia Division
Counterintelligence - DDO [ IChief, 25x1 60 minutes
Counterintelligence Staff ;
— e T T T e e 25X4
USIB - Weapon and Space Systems Intelli- Richard E. Hineman, Chief, 45 minutes
gence Committee (WDDIC) WDDIC
Conventional Forces - NIC | | 45 minutes
NIO/CF ’
‘ Ass't NIO/CFh5X1
Soviet Military Expenditures - DDI Deputy Dire@§X/1 45 minutes
Pron "3\},«: ) Office of Strategic Res.
(o1 Soviets in Indian Ocean and Diego | |osr 25X1 15 minutes
‘ Garcia - DDI - preEtor 25X1
South and Southeast Asia; Africa - NIO | INIO/ 45 minutes
SSEAA;| |ass't
NIO/SSEAA '
USIB - Economic Intelligence Committee Maurice Ernst, Chairman, EIC 45 minutes
(EIC) (also Director, Office of
' Economic Research, DDI)
Economics and Energy - NIO ! NIO/Ec cs; 45 minutes
| |Ass't NIO °§8§?
Economics
Special Activities ~ NIO [ | NIO/SA 45 minutes
' ss't NIO/SA 25X4

. 4
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SUBJECT

TIME REQUIRED

BRIEFER
CIA Retirement Program 30 minutes
QOffice of Finance
Office of Personnel
USIB - Scientific and Technical Intelli- Chairma@5X1 45 minutes
gence Committee (STIC) STIC

Foreign Technology Studies - DDS&T

CIA /Net Technology Assessment Program

Karl H., Weber, Director,
Office of Scientific Intelligence
Ernest Zellmer, Director,
Office of Weapons Intelligence

60 minutes

60 minutes

Office of Finance - DDA
 (Monetary Function)

30 minutes

Western Europe - NIO

NIO/WE 25X1
:l Ass't NIOQ%

=

45 minutes

Latin America - NIO

!- NIO/ LA 25X

Ass't NIQAEXA

45 minutes

Technical Support to Clandestine
Operations - DDS&T

David S. Brandwein, Director,
Office of Technical Services

60 minutes

Jdpan and the Pacific Area - NIO

5

NIO/JTB5X1

|Ass’té%l?1’JP

' o SCREY |
- Approved For Release 2005/1$B§3CIA‘-'RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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QLC 76-3613 ‘ _,,/,‘79/) '
9 December 1976.

{

MEMORANDUM FOR: Executive Secretary

FROM: Legislative Counsel

SUBJECT: Briefing for a New DCI

REFERENCE: Exec. Sec. Memo dtd 8 Dec 76
Subject: Briefing Format for
a New DCI :

In response to your request, I would.recommend a one hour
briefing on the subject of Agency congressional relations.

This briefing would be conducted by me.

George L. Cary
Legislative Counsel

Distribution: .
QOriginal - Addressee
1 - OLC Subj

1 - OLC Chrono
OLC/GLC:ndl (9 Dec 76)

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

- | | | ouckre % |
23 December 1976 l:j_é_l[

" Mr. Theodore Sorensen

STAT |

New York City
Dear Ted:
Enclosed is some unclassified reading
" which yéu might find useful. I will be in
touch with you 3 January to wofk out a pro-
posed schedule of briefings. .
Sincerely,

/ R R A ‘- “”
.»//

, . ," e § o~ :
b LA e T e pITI

George Bush . . ey
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L. TO MR, THEODORE SORENSEN

Hearing Before the ‘Committee on Arimed Services, United Statés Senate,
on Nomination of Géorge Bush to be Dn-ector of Centra.l Intelligence - 15
a.nd 16 December 1975 -

Hea.rmg before the Select Committee on Intelhgenée, United ‘States Sena.te,
on Nomination of E, Henry Knoche to be Deputy- Director of Central Intel- -
11gence ~ 23 June 1976 : :

Letter to Cha1rman of the House Armed Services Committee dated 30 April
1976 commenting on H.R. 12006, a b111 whwh would amend the National
Secumty Act of 1947 :

S. Res. 400

Federal Register: The President - United States Foreign Intelligence
Activities (Executive Order 11905)

- The Organization of American Intelligence - 12 August 1976

Guide to Central Intelligence Agency Statutes and Law

" Report to the President by the Commission on CIA Activities Within the

United States - June 1975

Two uncla.ésified bréchur'es_ on the Central intellignence.Agency'
National Basic Intelligence Factbook - Januafy 1976

Foreign and Military Intelligénce {(Book I;-'\/"I)

Biographies on DDCI, D/DCI/IC, and Deputy Directors

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 . i
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel : Page 2
Monday - 3 January 1977

6. (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON I called Bill Miller, Staff
Director, Senate Select Commnittee on Intelligence, and told him that
I had talked to the Director regarding hearings we have scheduled for
him before he leavesl | I mentioned
to Miller that the Director had asked when Theodore Sorencen's
nomination would be taken up and I had said I didn't think it would be
until after 20 January when the new President sends the appointment
to the Hill, I also said that I.had spoken with Tony Lapham, General
Counsel, about financial holdings for Soren sen_and assumed Miller would
want the usual letter from the General Gounsel regarding his holdings
and possible conflicts of interest., Miller said yes and that Sorensen
should be prepared with answers to the same questionnaire that Mr. Knoche
filled out. Mr, Miller said he wanted to make sure that the material

was reviewed by today or tomorrow., I told

him I would make certain was on top of this. I said that
Mzr, Knoche and I would like to get together with Miller

and that I would get back to him on a time for the meeting.

7. (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON Received a call from
Frank Sullivan, Staff Director, Senate Armed Services Committee, who
wanted to alert us to the fact that Chairman John Stennis (D., Miss.)
may call the Director to ask him to come down and privately talk to him
about the estimate problem, He also asked for a copy of the transcript
of Mr., Bush's appearance before ''Face the Nation'' on 2 January. -
Sullivan later called to alert us to the possibility that the Committee:
will want to have a preliminary world wrapup briefing by the Dircctor on
Wednesday, 5 January 1977, After checking with the Director's office,
I called Sullivan and told him that the Director had gone for the day but that

‘his schedule looked as though there might be a possibility he could appear

but that I would want to check with the Director in the morning and be
back in touch. Sullivan agrecd, | |[Center for Policy
Support/DDI, has been advised.

o l“v.. Ca ,,..,:A,:,,“; . :

£

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel ' Page 6
Tuesday - 4 January 1977

19. (Unclassified - GLC) BRIEFING I called Frank Sullivan,
Staff Director, Senate Armed Services Committee, and told him that
the Director could do the world wrapup briefing tomorrow morning.

I told him that our people were going to work around the clock and
might be short on graphics but we would do our best and asked him

if things were firm for tomorrow. He said he couldn't be sure at this
point but we should plan on going tomorrow and he will be back in touch
to confirm it, p

Sullivan later called back and said the briefing scheduled for
tomorrow has been cancelled and asked if Thursday morning was
alright. After checking with the Director!s office, I told him that
Mr. Bush was unable to meet with Chairman John Stennis (D., Miss.)
on Thursday and suggested Monday, 10 January 1977. Sullivan said he
thought the Chairman would be unable to do it but would check. I told
Sullivan I would bring it up with the Director tomorrow.

I also mentioned to Sullivan Mr. Sorensen's confirmation
hearings and said I thought the agreement reached during Mr. Knoche's
confirmation also applied t&%wxﬁp@m%wd Sullivan agreed that
the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence would conduct the hearings,

20. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON Called Bill Miller, Staff
Director, Scnate Select Committee on Intelligence, and said I was getting
some flak through OGC from people in Monroe Leigh's, Depariment of
State, office who want to get together with our committees on the Case
Act reporting problem. I told Miller I had also talked to Jack Brady,
Chief of Staff, House International Relations Committee, as well as
the House Armed Services Committee people. Brady shares our
concern about security handling of these things. They have different
problems under House Rule XI. I said I had not talked to anybody in
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee about it, I asked Miller if he
would have time or occasion to put a bee in Pat Holt's, Chief of Staff,
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, bonnet--then they have a chance
to talk to Senator Clifford Case (R,, N.J.}. Miller said it seems wisest
to talk it out with Senator Case and he thinks Holt would prefer it that
way.

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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Addendum to Journal - Office of Liegislative Counsel Page 2
Wednesday - 5 January 1977

4, (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON I talked to Bill Miller, Staff
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, regarding the
financigl.holdings: statement for Mr. Sorcensen and tgld him that I
hadn't had @ chance to meet with him yet. iller said that yesterday
Mr. Sorensen met with Chairman Daniel Inouye (D., Hawaii) and he was
supposed to give the financial questionnaire to Mr. Sorensen. Miller
mentloned that there may have to be some changes made in connection

ekelation with his law firm.

" We also discussed the proposed Memorandum of Understanding
with the Committee. Miller said they had a bit of a problem with one of
the phrases concerning protection of sources and methods from unauthorized
disclosure and suggested that it read: "information which has been
classified under established security procedures including sources and

25X1

methods.!" 1 told him that I would get back to him or have | ggxil

do so.

~IGEORGE L. CARY
" Legislative Counsel

cc:

0O/DCI Comptroller
O/DDCI . NIO

Ex, Sec.

DDI DDA DDS&T

Mr. Lapham

Mr, Falkiewicz

SA/DO/O
1C Staff BT T T A L .",‘ i
v ALAL LT O BTN P L R RTRTE
i TAE)[srdlied For ng’el’éa\ge 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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Joseph Kraft :

Sorensen at fhe CIA

... Much of this city and at least some of.
the country has been puzzled by the des-
ignation of President Kennedy's top do-

. mestic aide; Theodore Sorensen, as

_Jimmy Carter’s Director of Central In-

" “telligence. Doubt about the reasons for

" the choice has created a vacuum for the

cireulation of vicious slanders.
So the true story of how the nomina-

." tion was made is worth telling. If noth-
. ing else it will provide 2 fair basis for

. measuring Mr. Sorensen’s worth.

. Before recounting the story I must ac-
.,,knowledge,that 1 have known Sorensen

“for many years. I worked for him as a
speechwriter in the 1960 campaign and

* ‘kept in touch thereafter.

App

We discussed the CIA job, and I volun-
teered the view that he would be crazy
to'leave a lucrative and interesting New
York law practice for such a thankless
task. He was certainly not in sharp disa-

_greement with that appraisal. For—and

_. this is the first canard that needs to be

" crushed—he did not seek the intelli-

. .gence job.

_ The person who tapped, not to say fin-
gered, Sorensen for that position was
“Prof. Richard Neustadt of Harvard, an

- ~aide to President Truman and adviser to
+ ‘Presidents Kennedy and Johnson. Neus-
. 4adt has been helping the Carter people
_ during the transition period by defining
_- the qualities required for certain criti-

cal posts, including that of the Director
of Central Intelligence. .

- In describing the job, Neustadt started
with the proposition that the CIA was in

" trouble. He felt it lacked the confidence

- of the public, of the Congress and of the
incoming administration.

He further felt that it was absolutely
essential that the agency be rebuilt. He
assumed that the rebuilding should be
supervised by a person in whom the
President-elect .had complete confi-
dence; who knew his way around both
the executive branch and the Congress;
who was sensitive to issues of civil liber-
ty; who was familiar with the needs of
the ultimate consumer of intelligence,
the President himself; and who was
‘bright and experienced enough to pene-
trate any self-serving project the CIA
tnight try to put over.

. ' On those assumptions Neustadt then

¢ast around for an appropriate person.
“Sorensen came to mind. Neustadt feit
‘that he had strong analytic powers. Also
'that he had unparalleled experience

cvetid] Foredd : ) tle.
r.;.‘»fo_llowing the a%g?ti%? %@n%&?lAﬂwgdmaWMQOOOZ-Z

- the job,

of 1961 and in working with the agency
thereafter, especially during the Cuban
missile crisis. Without even telling him,

- Neustadt recommended him for the job.

When Neustadt later checked with So-
rensen, Sorensen 5aid he would not take:
the post.

The Neustadt definition of the job,
plus the recommendation of Sorensen,
went to Carter’s chief transition official,
the Atlanta lawyer Jack Watson. Wat-
son was deeply impressed and passed
the job specification and recommenda-
tion on to Carter with his own support.
He also subsequently informed Soren-
sen, who .again said he would not take

Carter, however, was totally persuad-’
ed. He asked Sorensen, who had beerni
Tooking for another job, to take the in-
telligence post. Sorensen accepted.

At that time, however, Sorensen indi-
cated—and this should put an end to the
canard that he is somehow out to do in
the -agency—that he did not want to
make any advance judgments as to the -
organization of the intelligence com-
munity. In particular, he was not com-
mitted, as Vice President-elect Walter
Mondale apparently is, to stopping all

covert activities. Nor does he have any

advance commitment to the proposition

that the Director of Central Intelligence.
should withdraw himself from the CIA®
and supervise all parts of the intellig-

ence community. On those questions So-
rensen wants to wait and see. .

No doubt the designation of Sorensen
is unorthodox. He is an avowedly politi-
cal man, not the kind of antiseptic pooh-
bah usually picked to build public con-
fidence. Unlike most previous directors,
his primary experience has not been in
foreign policy—certainly not in fighting
the cold war. Neither does he have vast
administrative experience nor specisl
knowledge of intelligence.

But Sorensen undoubtedly has other

~ qualities. He is intelligent, experienced,

and honest. He has been a “President’s
man” and knows what a President
needs. He does have the complete con-
fidence of Jimmy Carter.

So there is room for some debate
about the Sorensen choice. His qualities
can be balanced against his deficiencies.
But nobody has to obscure the serious

~ jssue by inventing malicious stories

about a post that has already been
blackened and a man who has suffered
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel o Page 4
Monday - 10 January 1977

13, (Unclassified ~ BAA) LIAISON Chris Cowart, Senate
~ Armed Services Committee staff, called and requested a biography
- on Mr, Sorensen., I told her I would send her one.

| STAT
GEGRGE 1., CARY
Legislative Counsel
- ccCy
O/DCt
O/DDCI
Ex. Sec.

DD1I DDA DDS&T
Mr. Lapham

Mr. Falkiewicz
SA/DQ/C

IC Staff
Comptroller

NIO
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-United States
“of Asnerica

., 'I’he ,SPEAK’P"R pro’ ‘Lempore (M

The hour cometh ‘and now is- when

. fi‘the true worshippers sholt worshin the-.

= Father in spirit and in truth.—John 4:23.

- We thank Thes, our Failher, for the’
.~ renewing. worship of yesterday ‘and for -
- the ‘coming of ‘a new day in which we
- pray that we may follow Thee more

- fully and serve our Nation. more faith- .

fully. Direct us, O Lord,; in all our dmngs
- with Thy most gracious favor and fur-
" ther us with Thy continual help, that in.~
‘all-our’, works, begun,:continued,. and -
ended In Thee;, we may glovify Thy holy "
name and make Thy kinzdom more ‘Feal’
in our time through Jcsus Chrmt our
Lord, Am

2 TH‘"' JDUP]NAL

The ~'SPFAKFR pro - tempore
Chair has examived the Jowr nal of-the
last- dey'’s prococdings and:snnounces
to the House hils- approval therect.

Without obJectmn, the Joumal stands -
approved, . P

There was no obJection

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
Iresident of the United States were com-
municated to the House by Mr. Heiting
one of his secretaries.

;".\IESSAJE FROM THE SENATE

. A message from the Senate by Mr.
__5parro'w one of its clerks, announced

had ..
amendment concurrent. resolutions of the
House of the followmmhtles :

“H. Con. Res. 1. Ctmcurmx ¥ uaom-t.ion‘ Yo .
] - :SETTING THE RI‘CORD T RAI(HI.F

“WRIGHT) (laid before the Hume -the °

M

? The Chaplain u:e Reverend Edward :
e followingv

“Fhe

KO RY ChARGFS

of my distinguished. colleagues maraged
1o stay awake after watching the Super
Bowl, or “Super Bore.” If they switched

channels, as I did. they heard and saw -
- sensational charges. made. agsinst the
“Kennedy administration by. former U.S.

Ambassador to Chile, Edward Kony, on
CBS's “Sixty Minutes.”

‘Korry charged that the Ia.te Rﬂbex’c T

Kennedy, while Attorney General of the

United States, “integrated” members of :
‘an ~Amevican - group. of multinational

corporations into “the covert operations

‘of the United States.” Thus, said Korry,
. Kennedy “legitimized the multinationals’

passing money to foreign politicians, to
‘bribing foreighers. * *-*: Thls is- long
berme the Lockheed séandal,™ % i

from the Agency  for Inteinational De-

velopment to stop the clection of Salva- -

dor Allende and that the Vice-President-

"~ elect WarTer Monoare has - -been *“less
than. honest”’  aboub- kus ‘hrow]edge of'
Aevent‘s in Chile. -

M Sueaker, thesy are ser‘owclmngm

- Korry will ssek to testify at Senate hear- -
~ings on the nominatiow of Theodors C:
. Sorensen to behead of the Central Intel-

ligence Agency, to tell what be knows.

I sincerely hope Mr. Korry gets his

chance. His charges are most serious and
deserve the- closest scrutiny, for :the
reputation of a former President and
Attorney General of the United States
are at stake.

One thing puzzles me, however: I hiave
vet to. hear any of my distinguished
Demneratic colleagues . discuss Xorry's
charges, Perhaps-they are still drowsy
f1 om the aftef—eﬂ'eds of the Super Bowl.

. vesugation of Korry & charges.

MIC‘;-L s asked and was’ given
‘4l permission -to. address - the :House ; for
-1 minute and to revise and’ extend hxs_

70 %\ A MICHEL M. Speaker X hope; t;ome.

“ Mr) SPEAKER pro tempore laid

Lt

“Korry also charged that the' K.ennedy '
'admmmtxation improperly used money

’Wheﬁ'x' they recover they will, I hope; join
with me, in calling for Iull ‘open in-|

‘CMr. E\.ONCALIO aked and ww riven.

* . perndssion to-address the . House for 1.
© minuts and to revise and extend his re
~marks.) : A

My RONC,ALIO 3 .the lmpbmtion
of ‘our good friend i ind weli that such
activity - did - not teke place ‘under-the:
Eisenhower-administration,: px’ior to At
torney Creneral Kennedy?:" e

Mr MI(HZE'L I am.
-a]i . ; e
Mr RONCALIO I Just want to 'nake
sure what the gentleman said, . ©
- Mr.- MICBEL, This ought: noc t.o be
confined to the present; - .~

Mr. RONCALIO. We just want to ma.:-—
sure - what  the gentleman sakd,  Mr,
Spcaker ST PN

: ‘%’_- TR

LRy » ,—n—-..____,("
MMUNICATION FROM THE ; .;
“CLERK. OF THE HOUSE

forc the House the following communica~
tion fror the (,lerk nf the House of s?ep"
resenmuvea

The. - Speaker
Woshingion, «
ean Mzr. SrEARER; X have the h(m
transmit ‘herewith & . sealéd envelope from -
the White House, received in the Clerk’s Of-
fice at 12:00 P.M. on Friday, January 7, 1977,
and said to contaln a message froni the Pres--
-ident wherein he transmits The sixth special
message undsr the Tmjp« mm!nmnc Control :
Aet of 1974 for flscal yoer 197.’ . N
Wirh kind regards, I am, -}
Smcerelv - L
Lo EnMUnND L. HE‘J‘!HAW J.‘. [
N C‘h’m Hmwe of Represvntatn es

REPORT OF FOUR ROUTmE DEF‘E&~
RALS UNDER IMPOUNDMENT CON~
_TROL ACT OF 1974—MESSAGE

"PROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE-
UNITED STATES 5. DOC NO
35-32) ~

. The SPEAKER pro a‘,empore Iaid before '
the House the folowing message from the
Presxdenb of the Umted Statw whjch
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Addendum to Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel Page 2
Monday - 10 January 1977

7. (Confidential - DFM) LIAISON Talked to Bill Miller, Staff Dircc®FAT
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, several times during the day. I told
Miller the Agency would now prefer to testify| |
nd Miller said that would be fine and we agreed to a 10:00 a, m.

start, He estimated the Comimittee's session with Agency spokesmen would
last no more than two hours. I told him the Agency's witnesses would be the
Director, Ted Shackley, A/DDO, and Tony Lapham, General Counsel. I

‘asked if he anticipated the Committee would call any other Agency witnesses

and he replied he didn't think so, but there was a chance the Committee would
call I suggested that if this was the STAT
casg, THat| [Zccompany tiie orirecctor and Miller said that would be fine,

‘The Gommaittee will also hear

Irom spokesmen Irom Department of the Juterior, Department of State

|and perhaps from the National

Security Council, Miller said he would forward me a witness list when it was
final, _ _ :

In connection with the CBS '"60 Minutes' segment with former Chilean.
Ambassador Edward M. Korry, I mentioned to Miller that it was stated on the
program that the Select Committee was reconsidering its decision not to
release his testimony. Miller said this wasn't really accurate; that in fact,

a number of Korry's statements werec not accurate, Miller said the testimony
had not been released because of objections from CIA and State Department

. which the Committee would continue to honor. However, Miller said the

Committee had -not completely dismissed the option of trying to release
non-sensitive portions of the testimony. I asked Miller if he would be in
touch with us before any such moves were made and he assured me that the
Committee would be.

Regarding other Committee hearings, Miller said he would try to

schedule a covert action hearing for sometime next. week, He will let me know
the date.

Regarding Mr. Sorensen's gopfirmafian hearings, Miller said he had not '
received a firm reques 1 the Carter transition people to commence Select

Committee action before President-elect Carter's inauguration. Miller said he
would have to call a Mr, Coffey, on the transition staff, again on that matter,

I told Miller that the Director had agreed to meect with him on 13 January
at 4:00 to discuss his reflections on his year at CIA and views for the future.
Miller was most appreciative of the opportunity to meet with Mr. Bush.

Finally, Miller asked for full reports on the 9 January 1977 Washington
Post article alleging that CIA had provided swine virus to anti-Castro Cubans,

3

shich had been srmigpled into Cuba, and for a repor v the 30 Decenmiber 1976
Jack Anderson column about Agency aclivities vis-a-vis the Alaskan pipeline.
I told Miller a preliminary inguiry into the swine virus allegation indicated the
charges were baseless, but that a full search was unde uvay and we would have a

comphpprovedfhor Relense2006£11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel Page 2
Tuesday - 11 January 1977

5. (Secret - THW) BRIEFING Fran Williams, in the office
of Senator Lawton Chiles (D., Fla. ), called to cancel our appointment
set up to brief the Senator | | The briefing 25X1
was rescheduled for Monday, January 17 at 3;00 p.m.

6. (Secret - THW) BRIEFING I accompanied |:|OSR, . 25X1
to a briefing of Senator De¢wey F. Bartlett (R., Okla.), on the military '
situation in Europe. Also present at the bricfing was ¥Fred Ruth, on the
staff of Senator Bartlett. After the briefing had been going for 30 minutes
Senator Bartlett invited Don Cotter and Don Sanders, Office of the Secretary
of Defense, into the briefing. Apparently, they had heen scheduled to brief
the Senator after our briefing but because our briefing started a little late
the Senator decided to get the opinions of both I:la“d Mr. Cotter in 25X1
the same session. This procedure apparently upset Mr. Cotter but on
balance the briefing went fairly well.

7. (Unclassified - DFM) LIAISON In the absence of Bill Miller, Staff
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, talked with Audrey Hatry,
Select Committee staff, about the Committee's plans fow
confirmatio arings and she told me that Anne Karalekas, also of the Committee
staff, would be handling the details for the Committee. I subsequently talked

to Ms. Karalekas and she agreed to meet on 12 January 1977 to discuss
Committee plans,

8. (Unclassified - PLC) ADMINISTRATIVL DEILIVERIES Dehvel ed
¢ ) 3 ff, notes that

25X1
a classified letter dated 8 January 1977 prepared by IG Staff to | '
Senator William D. Hathaway (D., Maine) concerning the thrust and scope
of NFIP; a paper outlining Headquarters offices and functions for Mike
Epstein, of the Committee staff; and a Memorandurmn of Understanding and
a Nondisclosure Agreement for of the Select Committee staff25X1

é;rj-rv ‘Wﬂ':ﬂi {;,“* g [t T
v L et \l
. E; g
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Addendum to Journal - QOffice of Legislative Counsel Page 2
Tuesday - 11 January 1977

5. (Confidential - GL.C) LIAISON Mike Madigan, Minority
Counsel, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, called and said as
part of the preparation for the Sorensen confirmation hearings, some
people from the Committee will be going up to the Kennedy Library to
review documents and there may be some bureaucratic clearance
problems apparently with regard to some of the National Security
papers and he would like. something saying they met the Agency's
requirements for security clearance. I told Madigan I would check on this
but I thought that on the basis of present arrangements, if asked we would
state that the staffers were cleared by the Comimittee but the investigations
met the requirements of DCID 1/14, I emphasized, however, that the
Agency would not want to become '"the ham in the sandwich in this
exercise. '

6. (Confidential - GLC) BRIEFINGS Frank Sullivan, Staff
Director, Senate Armed Services Comumittee, called and I told him we
had gotten word from the Director that the White House had approved our
briefing the Committee on NIE 11-3-8 and the B Team report,

1 also discussed with Sullivan the possibility of the Director
giving the Committee a worldwide wrap-up briefing on Thursday,

13 January from 1:30 to 3:30 p.m. and said this was the only time the
Director was available, Sullivan said he would check on this and be back
in touch,

Later in the day, Sulllvan called and said Chairman John Stennis
(D., Miss.) would like to schedule an executive session hearing on
NIE 11-3-8 and the B Team report for tomorrow morning at 10:00 a.m,
After checking, I told Sullivan the briefers would be Richard Lehman,
NIO, and Howard Stoertz, NIO/SP. : ‘ 25X1

R

AT
VNS
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l. (Secret - GLC) LIAISON I called Ralph Preston, House
Appropriations Defense Subcommittee staff, to give him a general review
of the Director's mecting of yesterday morning with Chairman George
Mahon (D., Texas).. (See Memorandum for the Record.)

2. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON Henry Guigni, Administrative
Assistant to Senator Daniel Inouye (D., Hawaii), called saying that the
Senator wanted to talk to Mr. Sorensen. After checking with 25X1

of the DDCI's staff, I called Guigni and told him Mer, Sorensen

had received word to call the Senator immediately.

3. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON HEARING Bill Miller,
Staff Director, Senate Select Cominittee on Intelligence, called and said
the Committee would begin the confirmation hearings of Mr. Sorensen
on Monday, 17 January at 10:00 a.m. in the Caucus Room. Miller said
they would need all of the documentation pertinent to the hearings as
soon as possible, He said they would also like a financial statement on
Mr. Sorensen's campaign for Congress and a list of his foreisn clients

25X1

T e G O S I tIIa t UITe QU ES TIoNNalre Chalrinan
Daniel Inouye (D., Hawaii) had given to Mr. Sorensen at their meeting was
not the one they wanted him to have and it was agreed that someone from
our office would stop by today and pick up the modified one,

4. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON Ed Schallert, in the office
of Represcntative Lies Aspin (D., Wis,), called and requested a copy of
"A Dollar Cost Comparison of Soviet and U.S. Defense Activities, 1966-
1976." I told him I felt sure that the Congressman would be getting a
copy from the House Armed Services ‘Committee, but I would check and
be back in touch, :

After checking with Bill Hogan, Counsel, House Armed Services -
Committec, I called Schallert and said a copy had been delivered to their
affice. Schallert thanked me for the call and said they bhad just received it.
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Addendum to Journal - Office of liegislative Counsel Page 3
Tuesday - 11 January 1977

8. (Confidential - GLC) HEARINGS Called Bill Miller, Staff
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, and told him that

Mo Sorencanwvould be in the building this evening to work on his
‘prepared statement for the confirmation hearing on Monday and that

we would get it to him by Thursday. Ialso told him that we had been
in touch with | |ofVMr. Snen‘s staff, who is working

on Mr. Sorensen's financial holdMBgs, ah o rHAGImaNIY running it
thm but Mr. Sorensen said he wants to look everything
over before it goes to the Committee, I asked Miller about the information
they wanted on Mr, Sorensen's association with foreign clients and
whether this meant "}u's e nsen' s clients or the whole law firm.
Miller suspected that hoth would be requested but that it would be kept
confidential,
Miller said since the confirmation hearings would be held on
Monday, 17 January, they were reschedulinq hearings for 25X1

|and he understood that the Director would not be there and

wanted vo know if Mr. Knoche would be there, I said he would,

I also told Miller that the Director had gotten the necessary
approval to brief the Committee and staff on NIE 11-3-8 and the B Team
report and mentioned that we were also dealing with the Senate Armed
Services Committee on this subject, I told Miller I would get back to
him,

9. (Unclassified - LLM) LIAISON Called DIA, - 25X1
explaining we were fearful of some erosion and hoped that we would all
stick to the policy that unless staffers are on the committee payroll they
shouldn't have access to compartmented information. He agreed whole-
heartedly and mentioned the only place we might run into some difficulty
is with the Senate Armed Services Committee where five personal staff
members have been cleared by DOD.

10. (Unclassified - LIM) LIAISON Larry Callahan, Department
of Justice, called concerning the lack of votes for the Housec Select
Committee on Assassinations to get the two-thirds approval under
suspension of the rule. Justice still does not have the Committee's
Memorandum of Understanding on clearances and the Committee is not
getting access to classified information.

He also mentioned a request from the Senate Select Comrnittee on
Intelligence for a copy of Mr, Sorensen's testimony in the Ellsberg case,

NTEOM L (7T gy &QMBD%NT‘AL
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Seerningt

ﬁotect the interesis of the oSy
works which, of course, are highly proﬁt-
able and not in need of protection from
the Federal Government. -

- Recent revelations bave even ra!sed
doubts about thie effectiveness of the reg-~
- ulatory-system for the banking industry.
Today, the Federal Reserve Boavd, the
v Federal Homé Losn Bank Boaud, ihe

posit Insurance Corporation, and the

National Credit Union Administration

" slmultaneously look after the regulation

» - " of our Natlon’s banking system. The re-
sult of haviug all of these agencies is

what Arthur Burns has called “a juris-

B g%tional tangle that boggles the mind.”

1e effect iz that financial institutions
are required to report to a multitude of
agencies; yet important problems some-
“how manage to fall between the cracks:
With the recent failure of the Franklin’
. National Bank and witk the disclosures .
that even the Plrst National City Bank
" ahd the Chase Manhattzn Bank are hav-
c-ing  difficulties, s we must Cattempt to
sﬁx‘eamline the. regulatory agencies bo.
insure that yroldem sreas are iderdified -
early so the +o1is car be found.
I Througl : of thelr histoyy,. Fe(ln
eral regulatory agevicios have mbored n
¢lative oliscurity. Only recently have the -
American people become: aware.of the
mﬁsstantia;l impediment to our free enter-
D

e system: which these agencles have
= caused, Inde:d, we still have = substantial
" number of prople and spokesmen who dee |
- mand that the noose be tghter=d fur-
ther with additional restrictions and con-
trels, Thus, I believe it is now time for
“the Congress.te review. in depth the
. functions ‘of the regulatory agencies so -
that all of our peaple ave aware of the .

is task will be difficult, but I feel it'is

American economy. I would yrge my col=

_____ s r‘
._HON CE AKL g H. W!iﬁ@ﬂ .
; OF CAL e
IN 'I‘HE HOUSE or REPRESENTAHWh B
’ Tuf*»dc&y,', January 14; F9TE L

- nia Mr. Speaker, the City of Lawndale,
-Calif., has named Mrs, Christine Gardi-
nier, a truly outstanding lady, as Woman
of the Year for 1976. It is appropriate
that this friendly person, who gives so
unselfishly of herself, her time, and her
talent whenever the need arises, be rec-
oghized and henored in the records and
annals of the U.S. Congress.

Murried to Robert Gardinier for 241!

buginess in Lawndale and have reared
three fine sons, David, Paul, and Steven,
To some this would seem a sufiicient
accomplishment, but Mrs. Gardinier has

years, they have worked side by side mi

Approved For Releas

- Comptroller of the Currency, the Federal

tremendous dmpact that these agencies ™
-~ have on the persona} Hves of our citizens.”

ot the utmost Importaiice if we are to .
-maintain the frce enterprise system and.
the enormous productive power of the

leagues to act .expcdxticm«;]y to pass thxs T
: 1

: %H()ULD A CONSCI NTIOUS IR

'ORNIA .0 Y PN

i\d‘r CHARLES H., WILSON of Cahfor-

CO\TGR\ESSIO\TAL RECORD w-«F 1temzom of Remarks -
U\Fbﬂmedea:se 2@&5&1&/2\& GIAeRBHaG-_G&Q&&R@Qm%Q%QQ%rZJy serves as qua,llﬂea,tlons

the Com- wthrough her many activities and.bonors.

Debilitating Giscase fund drives e
-always received her eager snd enlhu-
siastic help. For over 6 years she was area *
.coordinator for the Cancer Fund,
‘receiving an award for outstanding serv-
ices. She has given effort to the Multiple
Dystrophy drive, the March of Ldmes,
American Red Cross. the Mobile Chest
X-pay progrem, and the Feart Fued,
whict: carned her the title of Qumn uf
Heart Drives. i :

Mrs. Gardinier c¢oordinated the Cily
Hall Dedication Committee, worked tire-
lessly for the Youth Day Parade, partic-
ipated in the Lawndale Memorial Wall
dedication, was a member of the Bicen~
tennial committee for . the city and
chaired the Prayer Breakfast. For i
years, she participated in the Lawndale
Christmas Pageant and served-on the
Women’s Commitiee of the Chamber of
-Commerce. She sewed the queen’s robe
for the local beauty mweeant, was co-
“ehairman of the A.ngu free, helps wiili
Christmas baskets for over 500 necdy
people each year; wird for 2 years hosted
a Japanese exchangs student, as well as a
teacher from England on 2 group nwdy
exchanm Brogram. N

.. heen - ewt-
hm.:ely active witls -YURA,the Fine
Aris - Association, the Rotary _Anus,
-Lawndale Women’s Club, and the Man~
day Eves—tho jundor membership of the
“Women's Club. She is a charter mewher
of the South Bay *“25” Club and a churter
“member of the Soroptimist Club and
‘through theso n.famzatmm, <he bhas be-

come a guiding:
“help - their feuow citizens willingaly,

always with cheerfulness and umﬂﬁsn
devotmn toothers, .

7. Many have & dttested' tﬂ h{aw‘ dec;;hr .}IE—

ia loved by all- residents of thwe com-
munity. And so T aw singularly proud te
bring her many accomplishments to the .
atteniion of the Nation opn. this day as

“we pduse in - our business te . recognize

Christine Gardinier as Woman of the
Year in Lawnidale for Is’mw-an accola,de
she most t.mly deserves. :

TOR BL THIE NEW C,IA C}HIFF

2 Mt i

HON JOHN M. ASHBRO{}K
. OF‘ OBIO e

TN THE IiOU'SE oF RE’PRmFNTA’EU\eHﬁ
T Tuesday, Ja‘uum'f 11, 1977
M. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, Hu-

man Everits has done a service in bring-
ing back to light that 'J'ht:mig;r]f;?gge_r_x: :
sen,_Carter’s choice for GiA chiol, Was

a conscientious objector
rean war. I seriously wonder how this
country will be served by having a con~

sciertious objzctor headlay the Centr‘u
Intelligence Agency.

he Ko-

In the words of Iluman Events,
Carter has selected as chief of the CIa-—

the agency upon which the President must an role in pushing this polley
depend for making crucial foreign policy and was disclosed in a March 30, 1941, dispatch
derfense declsions—a consclentious objector,
an early booster of George McGovern and a
backer of “massive” defense cuts.

.-any direct LS. parliclpetion in

ight, Inspiring others i -

Vil posgl

- Durlng the Cuban mdssile erists, »s 1

" clear superiurity can be traced to the del

s e,

Dz ~-(/-5 nal

Ja,.mary (1, 1977

for Director of the CTA.

ATERIE Toiy i&e the text of the -
-article from Fhuwesun Events of January 8,
1977, ¥ commend it to the abtention oE
- my colleagues:

SHoULD A CONSC}}NTIOUS OBJ’EC’I‘OR BE THE
New CILa. CHIEr?

" What Jimmy Crrtor was thinking a,hom
when he selected 'l‘tllggjgl_c Sorensen to hicad
up-‘the- Central In elligence Agengy it sny-
body's gliess, ARV T TR tntelivenoe
communlty asre complutely ﬂabbexga,swd by
the cholce. The sppointment “scems abso-
lutely appalllng,” says one knowledgeable
national security source. -

Carter has selected asw chief of thf;, LTA
the agency upon which the President must
depend for making cruciel foreign poiicy and
defense decislons—a conselentious objector,
an early hooster of George McGovern and &
backer of “massive” defense cute, As John
F. Eennedy's “ghost” and key alds, Soren-
sen was part of an Administration that .
-helped bring us two of Americas greatest
foreign policy setbacks: the Bay of Plgs cmd
~the no-win war in Vietnam.

His advice during the Lc;mied* Sy @ \i'as
almost invarlably soft and disastrots, While
-he contends in his book, Kennedy, for in-

stance, that liee had only a bint «f the Bay
of Pigs operstion before it was executed, ho
“vigorousty defended 3VPK’s deeislon to ¥

.

~ invasion, even while acknowledgli
_decision permitted “the disaster
curved.” Buf Sorense T axgrued that 1t hmped
-prevent “s fae greaics™ disaster, interveution )
of & nature “contray to our traditions :md
-to our internalional obligations.’ .

If we- had ellminated Castro with dh'ect
US 1nte1'ccnt!o:1,§50remen sald, the results

“would lrave heen "i“r"n’tirgwstly to the causs
of freedom throughout the heinlsphere than
even Canlro’s continued presence.” (U e
LS, Navy and A5y Foree had been. ' ‘openly
cammjt(,cd " he viewed wilM alarm sl ane
othier point, “no defeat would have Y cen per-
mitted. . . " D other wowds,athe worst of

e wmm: for .}
Teat, bul o “comuilig

enigen. was not de-
FTE B lony)

Halberstuon Giscloses in Fhe Besi .ang iua
Brightest, Sorensen took a “potentially soft™
position Uaaﬁ whe actunllv covercd up h_‘r
Kennedy Bimself,

’ wmm he went along wlth thc \’ietnam
War initially, he opposed apy efort to re: 3Ty
take the .war to the eueiny and ehandoned -
- the cause after Kennedy's assassination. In-
".deed, he I8 oxtrorely defensive snd Sapulo-
getic about Jrw
- invartably suggcsting that the “Pentagon® or
" FEisenhower somehow forced Kennedy to {nk(\
questiofmble course: of acilon.

ed with coining somxe of
Wax“ vivetorie, but the Keunedy |
Administrzifon, as James Reston Iiked Lo
. point cuk, froguently “wpoke lke CGhurclili

- and acted. like Chamberigin.” Nowhere wag

“this more tru
- ment, The g

than in tie fleld of disarms-
dual decline of American

Fetis

ate, unilateral disarmament policies pt.u. ¢
by the Kennedy Administration,

Indeed, Dofeuse Secretary Roberd 8. Me-
Namara diselesed in a famous interview Ii
the Dee. 1, 1962, Saturday Evening Post that
it was tife Administration’s hope.-to avold
nuclear war, he said-—that the Soviets would
develop an. Invulpersble strategle offense,
“ghe sooner, the better.,” With such a defense
posture, he sugueqted the Soviets would fect
more secure and lesa likely to jump the Zun
in times of rising Fast-West tensicmn.

filed by Thomas Rosg of the Chicago Sun-
Times. \

Following his stint with JFR, &m&g,
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s role In expanding the war, ...~



- Janiary 11, 1977,
emingea Qinit’;“}imsé%ﬁb’t‘

leftish platform. He was now totaily opposed
T erican involvdment 1o Wiskiiag, sald
" he was fnclined to back somecns Tike Qeorge
" MeGovern-for President 1n 1872 and issued
T posltion paper calling for “massive cuts in -
i defense spending.” He also assalled one of his
. prima,ry opponents, Richard Otiinger, for be-
ing & “big stockholder m major defense
wntractors . fele
A week" a.rter he’ recelved the backing ot the

P

[

Democra‘tc State  Committes for tbe nomi-"

nation, Sorengen lasched his campalgn by
-m - traveld cow to meet with Soviet big
.shots‘ g :
-7 what causes particular fea.r a.nd trembling
- withm the intelligence community 1s' that
SOrenﬁen appears totally unqualifled for the
job, lacking managerial experience, a deep
knowledge of the intelligence field snd the
- proper temperament {because of. his pacifist
“background) Lo
| . In & critical editorlal,” the Washington
Post garcastically suggested thab .Saorensen’s
most noted attribute for the job was his
- =% “soaring rhetoric contributed to the speeches
-7 of assorted polltical igures.” He doesn’t have
., ¥much sdministrative experience-~and if the
s OIA Has demonstrated & need for any parti=
“owWlar talent, it 1s:a need for tight, sound
. management. As & lawyey, he Lag bmen the

legal. agent of several Afrlesn govextupents;
' ot clear how that would help prepare

preside avor. tlw U‘-& govemment’s

esplonage agenuw” . ;v
O1%, IIOKSTYET, is hard!y m a posmon
to*

. that

s0 ardently desired: by soras To much

ing-been o’ closely ldentified with the Ken-
-nedy-Administration, whose covert activities
against foreign nations have been furlously
assailed Tn certain: liberal gquarters, .7 i

v_ the right; Sorensen is recalled as 'bhe
ne who cynicslly ghosted Teddy Bennedy's
- post-Chappaquiddick. TV script—Iull of dis<
honest and misleading statements--alibiing
for Teddy's decision to let Mary Jo Kopechne
stay af the bottoin of & pond-for nine hours
before informing the proper suthoriiles.
-Bufiit.is Sorensen’s pacifist background .
that may. be:the most disturbing of all.. In
the Sept. 23, 1961, Chicago Tribune, Weakter

‘chief, disclosed that Sorensen’s Nebraska

“objector avallable for noncombatant military ;
" service only.” On-Aug. 18, 1950, after the ont-

break
classified as: 1II-A, extreme hardship defer-
-ment, or, registrant with & child or children..
§ ov,20 1950, his status was reviewed. by

- “09 Jan. 8, 1952, he was. reclassiﬁed I—‘AO"
clentious objector,: . -
II rensen had repudiated his paclﬁst -

i nlmations in any vigorous manner, it has not -

come to our attention or the aitention of a

L wide ‘number of people in the- intelligence

. compiunity. Indeed, he made a curlous but

. relevant comment on his draft status in the

. March 26, 1987, New York Times Magazine, ~

- Pack, in the late 19408, he sald, he had “reg-

L7 ister with the draft board for noncom-

- batant service as a pacifist,” He went on to

. say that he was “not sure’ thac he would do:
that apain,

But why was he “not sure” if he had re-
Jected pacifism as 'a philosophy? Did Soren-
sen mean that he still held a pacifist position
‘as late as 19672 ’

Clearly, defense-oriented senators musé
closely scrutinize Sorensen when he comes
before them for confirmation, Judking from
what we know now, we hope the Senace will
not entrust the fats of the CIA o this
curious Corter choles,

PRS-
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ring & new, “moral’ tone o the agency -

of the leﬂ: Sorensen 18 forever tainted, hav-"

+Trohan, then the paper’s Washinglion bureaw

: draft:board records revexled that on Dec. 31,
948, “he was classified I-AO, a consclentious-

of the Korean War, Sorensen was “‘re--

e
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iLL ALEXAND&R ,‘
Sl ‘OF ARRANGAS .
CIN THE HOU&L OF REPREbE\T;‘ATIV_Ea ,
- Tuesday, Jenuary 11, 1977 §
+ Mr,  ALEXANDER. Mr. Hpeaker, one
personthat I have come to.rely on
greatly Tor counsel sing

is a public-spirited citizen who 1s & credit .
to his commumty, to ouy State, and to
our Nation. .

Recently, the Arkansas Gazette car~
ried a-.wel-deserved and long overdue
tribute to.this Arkansan that I would
like to share with my colleagues:
HAROLD IINKS, Nearmve 70, Is S"mu. Vmw

(By temy Dona.ld)
. palitt
whe know Har-.

yeax s; served four yea

-tor for the Democratic Nalinaal ¢
‘served four- years as director.of m@ Podt o
masters and. Rural Carriers Division; was a
special’ assistant postmaster - -general;” 13- &

TnitedPresbyterian Church;: nationslly se=

“tive in all veterans groups; a-leader for the

American Assoclatlon of Refired Fersvas and

the . Muiional Retired Teachers. Assosiation.

and: fust inlshed a nationwide drive selling
300060 pa.trlotic booklets he compﬂed and
edited. st B

* He's a fast talkmg, inde!atigable tx s~
planted Texan who knows how to bargain
_with the biggles and is proud of the rounds
hebas won undet fire as & publl rvant.

He (3 nearmg '70 and enjoys staylng around
the bouse tending his gardens better than
tralpsing across the country mending poelitl-
cal fences and dedicatxng postomcas as he
once aid.’
But he wa.nts the- wor!d to kno ;
Jinks 1s still altve, . wi. T o~ A
C A midwife - ushered him - ‘Inta - tbh world:
Febraary 11771906, near ‘New “Waverly; - Tex.’
hecauge a flerce thunderstorm hiad driven -
the docior to spend the night in & bara. (I—Ia
says hig father paid the doctor L} n
yellow yanw for his tzouhles )
REARED ON FALM
He was reared on a tenant farm, mr)vmg ):xy

'covered wagon to Bay City, Tex., when he was
8 years old. ¥ studied at Te‘cm AsndMina

work-for-an-education pregvam that his
father, whofs own ednc&*!-m' nly weih- ta
the third grade, Insiated, - 7w Lo

‘" His rovings during the Depression brought
him to Northeast Arkansas, where he obe

tained a job with the 3oll Conservation Serv- -

ice and, by attending night schiool at then

Arkansas State College, ohtained an “equiva-. .
<lent degree” so he could have professicnal

status under the civil service regulations.

During these years he met and married
Wihima Lehiman, a Piggott native, and called
Piggott his home, no matier where he later’
resided.

- draft proceeding bull
his own church work, 'was gent to Magnolia
-0 be superintendent of a camp for consclen~

Feayes o Cone’
gress is Harold Jinks of Piggoit, Ark.’
. This tireless ball.of fire; who is nearing .

. ‘gets for ammunition, but he. belleved in the
- 70 and who shows. no signs of letting up, . ;

- camp to lower. the America.n ﬂag, Jin.ks con- -
“tinued. --.. -

‘was my flag fying

‘pnations funde and st up-the guldelines a

he there.
member of the Mid-America ‘Synod of :the

.vodrs, planting pine tree secdlings, And that ™

‘would continue to wes

stitution.

“County Veterans Organization would sskhinm - o
w00 TRturn as guest spee.ker. He would

ghitigton, D.C.
" he says. . |
PAGNDLIA g0 - -
.a‘.mmhi.mf,f and ths
Iy, Jiniks, booause of

L BENT : TO
- With World War

tious objectors oy tha Suunbexn St.aLe Collegm )
campus.. o,
This camp \ws mr thosa who ijected ta
the war -on-religious grounds, mostly such
historically antiwar groups as-the Mennon- .
lkes nod Quialery, Jdinks belleved thers werc
some lu the camp who didn*t want 10 e tar-

‘right of.legltimate objectors. .» s N
-When the camp was started he recalled
the town liked- the idea because of extra in-
come. The-war began and two Natioual Guard

- companles, one from the town and one from 7.

the college, marched off {0 fight, and !eelmgs‘

changed. There was bitternesa. .

.One day the: American Legion ordered the

Jinks went to the collcgc p)esidrn ard i
ked him foi- his.views, The president was -
n a.greement that the fag should fly. .
S0 T hed- a.meeting whh the Amulcan,

i3 Cheglon” Jinke sald. SRR
om Jlnks for h!s work %pow that he once ~ .
stood before the Amertean Legion, & 38-callw
ber pistol strapped to his bels, to defend the
right of conscieutmus obje(.tors for ﬂy inp Gl

As.a Upited States mm"shal hc dould c-u-ry
a. pheicl, and carrled one to the Leglon moeot-
iz, e also ‘(ook Wi §303 8 tho Amencan
‘Legion oath. . E .

o VEread It o Lhem

FiBeio” JIohs pemdls, |
“L -told them I worke:di for 'uho goveininent -
that passed the laws 2nd set up ih« sppro-

conscientious objecbor would bave to meet, w

“4T told them- tha.t We Were domg & good .
work in bullding farm rosds gnd f2rm veser-

a5 long &8 the government kept rao thcre,

v these biege. -
““But I'd contlnua to fiy x»h:—xt fTag

added

L

" b

S i LEGION OATH READ S

He then reed to (e Leglonnaires eheir owie-:
oath and tokd them it was thelr dobly to up-
Lok it hecsuse tbe uath supportcd tlw- nﬁm

o MT told thews tbat 1t apprectate their- CG ‘
operatlon But if 1T didn't gel J—and patting

-y pistol---I told them T had not only the
‘right to w

3 thls tbiuﬂ 1 could Exhoob H.,'

Jtoo."- e’
The flag flew, Yeara la.tex,

-i'L‘bo Cohimhm

e -

a standmg ovwiion, Band AN T
" After defending the righls of war deI(‘(‘t«ors, :
J inks went iInto sctive service, with thoe Navy
‘Alr- Force.He taught st Naval alr stations,
“then became jnvolved with'the BAT., the
L Airst guided misgile, which:was uscd mosth -
om. Japsnese chiipping fn open seas. .
- At age 40, and with the rank of first cm(u. ’
'wiatiou orgnance man gunwer, bhe worked.
s way out of the service and hack Jhiome,
somewhat disturbed by certsin sspecw. of t.be
growing military complex. . . .- - ST
During his last days in the Navy Ah- I‘orce o
his- plane was hit and had to make a wheels
up-landing on coral rock. Bis spine was rap-
tured and he spent four vears in o cast, Thia
meant retirement from his govemment Job:
with the SCS. i
This *“retirement” led to t.he sutomobile

* business, In which he s0ld Xalsers, jeeps and
- farm equipment. and termed & suceess, Bug

the long hours he put in promphed bis doc«
tors to tell him 0 guit, So he sold ocut,

JOINS CIVIL SERVICH
About this time, Unitea States Bepresent-

"Every place I spoke and every register I ative E. E. (T'ook) Gathings spproached him
signed, I signed it "Harcid Jinks, Plggott . nbouc bhecoming postmaster nere. These post-
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‘The Sorensen Pick: © =

Carter’s First Scandal? - T

-, Jimmy Carter’s reason for"choosing’ Ted Sor-

-ensen as CIA chief could be the President-elect’s
- first major scandal. The New York ZTimes last week
‘reported that the AFL-CIO’s Lane Kirkland,

George Meany's heir apparent, told Carter at his
‘home in Plains, Ga., on December 17 that labor -
-was dead-set against the Sorensen selection. Carter, -
. however, supposedly replied: *I’m in a bind. I had
-no options.” He then went on to explain that Sor*
“ensen, a New York lawyer, had been “the first to
‘raise money for me in New York and the first to
_come out for me.” IR

~ What the Times story clearly implies is that
Carter’s main reason for picking the next head .
of the CIA—the intelligence agency upon which |
. America’s national survival depends—was .
- grounded in political rather than national secu- :
" rity considerations. IR T

.+ As we reported last week, Sorensen has virtually

. no qualifications for the critical post he has been.
_appointed to, a job that demands a solid back- .
- ground in management and/or intelligence. More-

HUMAN EVENTS

oUEINA18 1 l-RD

“much of the far-left’s mythology. Not only does he

‘Steelworkers’ “‘no-strike” agreement with man-

.money-hungry management. He claims there are
they have been forced to become steclworkers be-

“profits and, massively redistribute the nation’s |

" closed his vigorous opposition; to the AFL-CIO’s®

““Communist organizers in every saloon”—and the
““multi-billion-dollar defense” budget. TR

over, there is considerable unease within the intel- -
“ligence community concerning the fact that Soren-
_sen was classified as a conscientious objector with
-his draft board both in 1948 and in 1952, when the
“Korean War was still raging. - -~ T

;- What_continues to astonish those. who' have -
flooked into Sorensen’s ‘background are’ his far- .
left actions and pronouncements. Kirkl:ar’fd,‘fb‘; in-
stance, is said to have opposed Sorensen largely be-
~.cause of his S\:pposed support in the February 8
‘election of rebel Edward Sadlowski over Lloyd Me- ‘
Bride for president of the Steelworkers, s

Iy Marxist professor. Paul Nyden, to retain his po-

- sity of Pittsburgh. - >

While Kirkland’s opposition, on the surface, may
_appear petty, it is interesting to note that a lot of
left-wing activists, including Jane Fonda and the
"Communist Daily World, are feverishly backing
Sadlowski, ... - - o : L

- - Communist. clause from the union’s constitution.

" stitution either.”” - S

. I elected head .of the Steelworkers, Sadlowski
" would sit on the AFL-CIO’s important policy-
“'making body, the executive council, and. thus

A 3 - %

. . @
2 Ex
by

* The 40-year;dld Sadlowski has, in fact, bbught_

revel in the class struggle—he is eager to break the
agement—but he boasts that “I am not a capital-
ist.” Echoing some old, Socialist rhetoric, he sug-
gests” that steelworkers are being exploited by

“poets and doctors” who are operating cranes, but

cause of the system. Sadlowski wants to control

wcal_th .

In a recent Penthouse interview, he also dis-

hardline foreign policy. “On foreign ‘affairs,” he
said of Meany, “he’s been simply terrible.” Sad-
lowski also assailed the FBI and the CIA—who see

- Sadlowski has also directly cozied up. to the
‘American Communist party. In early 1975, Sad-
lowski sponsored a dinner at Chicago’s. Pick-Con-
gress Hotel honoring 2 long-time «Communist,
Ernest DeMaio, who was retiring as an official of
the left-wing United Electrical Workers.. DeMaio
‘whs leaving to become the chief delegate at the ]
United Nations for the Soviet-controlled World |

" Federation of Trade Unions (WFTU), a Moscow-
" run network of Communist unions operating out of |
CPrague. TS

B October 1976, Sadlowski's name appeared in
‘a newspaper ad supporting the right of the avowed-

sition in the Sociology Department at the Univer-,

The Daily World; the official organ of the Com-

. munist party, reported in its Oct. 7, 1976, issue that |
 Sadlowski, at a campaign rally in Cleveland, “was
* also vigorous in denouncing racism ‘and Redbait-

ing.... Hesaid he favored elimination of the anti-’

““There is no clause like that in the U.S. Constitu-
‘tion,” he said, ‘and it shouldn’t be in our union con-

*9?

[0
P90-01089R000100090002-2 <$( )

“*could help to undermine Meany’s stand against
“.the Soviets.” = oo

O .
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~Though Sorensen’s name has been repeatedly| While Sorensen does not flatl : '
. 8 ", D . _ . y say it, the above
- linked with the Sadkw; ign,in labor cir- : L Y _
cles and} in labor coll m@g %‘?p\?{‘ﬁ qﬁ?e?& de.gﬂl 11‘““ CIAREP 9_6‘-%,}? mﬂb‘fﬂdﬁﬂﬁliﬁf r?( set—.‘

o Bernstein, S 1 now denies he is back back to the Soviets is *"provocalive™ an fisKs un-.
siarry ernstein, SoTensen no ‘ necessary confrontation with the Russians.
_ing the rebel labor leader. S :

) | In fact. he says at another point, the U.S. must
But Sorensen, in fact, may be almost as far to ’ J pownt,

. . ‘assure the Sovicts we have no intention of threaten-
" the left as Sadlowski. In his 1969 book, The Ken- . . . ) '

. o ) ing them or their empire. We must do cverything
Lt st 1968 sta delogatc vore for | possible, Sorensen says, to avoid confirming "he.

 JEOTES IEN 1 draft tl ful fears and charges of Kremlin hawks....” We
. ‘uon‘ in Chicago and hclpc ralt the upsuccess ULl should “help convince the Sovict Union. . .that the
~ dovish platform on Vietnam.

- . “western borders of her ‘Socialist Commonwealth’
He also strongly suggests we should begin to | renot in danger of armed attack. ...”
soften up the Soviets through gencrous acts of ap-|
peasement, including unilateral disarmament and
trade, We should not, he insists, “return to our -
?n%?ezz?réj;;ﬁz;:' nO é:rf‘:r;tsgpézmi;\;:;?',,gc?v?xfse} Communist states, that non-military avenues can -
. . ’ " Jead to progress, and that two competing powers
Sorensen indicates that the Soviets have aban- | “can work together on common objectives.” .
doned their world dominati:on'goals and that it is One wonders: will Sorensen’s countcrpart-——thé
U.S. policy that has been more provocative than head of the KGB--be quite so solicitous of Amer: -
Moscow's. “Indeed,” he argues at one point, “‘our Cioas feelinas? D i
bombing of a Communist capital‘allied with Mos- ! ANBSS e
cow would appear to be a more daring risk than A
any that the Sovicts have taken recently. = . e -

P

We should offer the Sovicts trade, he mentions,
because it “gives us an opportunity to demon-
strate that our aim is not the eradication of all

“Their new missile buildup may well be nothing
more than a logical responsc to—and an effort to
catch up with-—our own missile buildup in the early
19605....” e S e

" The Sorensen book is replete with such reassur-
ing observations. The Communist blog, says Car-
ter’s incoming intelligence _chief, not only is no
longer monolithic, but is no longer “seeking our de-
struction.-. .." Westérn policy “should recognize
‘now that a Soviet invasion of the West is no longer

. ; 1
i

a clear and present danger....” . e
In the face of what he acknowledged was a Soviet
buildup'in 1969, however, he called for unilateral
concessions “on our part, condemning President
Nixon’s decision to go ahead with the construction
of a thin, anti-ballistic missile system. =~ SRR
" At one point, he secmed to suggest that the ~
" United States stop building any more strategic
-weapons at all. “Surely, as Robert McNamara ©
" has written,” said Sorensen, “‘we have reached : -
. that point where we cannot effectively increase ..
* our security by acquiring still more military
hardware.,”, = - R P LT

Sorensen insists that the U.S. must restrain its '
own actions, lest they be- misinterpreted in the
Kremlin:. The ‘Soviets ‘may follow a belligerent
course and initiate new rearmament moves, Soren-

“sen indicates, “in order to prevent what they might
regard as a new imperialist offensive by the United"

- States, linking to this theory not only our inter- |
vention in Vietnam and the Dominican Republic,

. but also the Israeli attack on Egypt, the establish-

- ment of new anti-‘Communist regimes in such na-
tions as/Indonesia and Brazil, and our development

-of an ircreased. capacity to send large numbers of
American troops quickly to any spot on the globe.”
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lligence Community .

~Intel

The
coming increas?ngly alarmed at the
type of people Jimmy Carter and his.
aides are-puttin%

“Judging from the appointments,” said |

one observer, oinly half-jokingly, “the

hardliners will soon be fondly recalling”

Henry Ki_ssinger‘ asahawk.”. 7~ 7
* The most disiurbing selection so far
has been that q‘)f ex-JFK ghostwriter,:

Ted Sorensen, as head of the CIA (for | -

more on Sorcns}en, see page 3). Aside
from having been classified as ‘a con-
scientious objector by his draft board,
Sorensen has written several statements
strongly suiggesting that our foréign and
defense policies have been unduly pro-

vocative toward the Soviet Union. He
has also been a supporter of McGovern |

‘and an advocatq‘: of unijlateral disarma- -

‘ment measures.’ T L

* -Carter’s pick| for secretary of state,’
Cyrus Vance, blossomed into a major
dove himself over the past few years,
even to the extent that he now looks be-
nignly upon the entrance of. Commu-
‘nists ‘into coalition governments. in
"NATO-allied cquntries such as France
and Italy. Vance is stocking his baili-
wick with a number of left-of-center
-advisers and personnel, the most aston-
ishing being ex-League of” Women
:Voters President Lucy Benson. (Her
selection as quer Secretary for Se-’
curity Assistance, the New York Times
noted last week, “came as a surprise to
‘State Department insiders since she has
had- no cxperieftce in the highly tech-

H e ¥ N { T ) N i -
nical field.”) - - oo T o e

'Vance has also installed a dove in the.
Deputy Under Secretary for Manage-
‘ment ‘spot, the key administrative po-
sition in the State Department. He is”

intelligence community is “be-

¢ ¢ into key jobs dealing
with this coun\;ly’s national security.-

Richard M. Moose, who was staff di-’
rector for the Foreign-Relations Sub--
comimittee on Foreign Assistance when
“'Sen, J. W. Fulbright (D.-Ark.), himself
an extreme proponent of detente, was’
chairman of the Committee on Foreign
Relations, . "= e LT

.l

y

- :could prove critical.. *

HUMAN EVENTS

‘Alarmed at Carter Choices

©. Two other extreme doves, Anthony
Lake and Richard Holbrooke, are al-
most certain to wind up with important
State Department positions under
Vance. HUMAN EVENTS has also been
told by well-informed sources that Sol
Linowitz—who favors mnormalization
of relations with Castro and the re-
linquishing of U.S. sovereignty over
the Panama Canal—has an inside track
_for a top Latin affairs post under Vance. .

For foreign policy hardliners, there
was more distressing news last week.

" Zbigniew Brzezinski, Carter’s choice to ]

_ be his principal White House adviser on *
national security affairs, has apparently
selected another dove, David Aaron, a
former aide to Vice President-elect;
Walter Mondale, to be his chief deputy. -
(Mondale, as most of our readers know,
sported one of the most left-wing voting

_records in the national security field
while he was in the Senate.) Moreover, .
Aaron, according to knowledgeable in--

" siders, has been instrumental in clean-

. ing out some of the harder-line mem-
‘bers of the National Security Council
staff durjng the transition period, -

- ." Aside from the Sorensen selec-

" tion, perhaps the biggest jolt to the -

- hardliners in" recent weeks has
. been the meetings between Vance -
and Paul Warnke, who is under
" consideration for a top-level Ad-:
_ ministration post, most probably as .
director of the Arms Control and -

.- Disarmament Agency. ... ... - -
- The head of ACDA will almost cer-
tainly have a heavy influence on our
strategic weapons policy. ACDA is not
only responsible for advising the Presi-
dent on arms control negotiations, but
it participates in choosing the Ameri-
_can negotiating team and provides var-
jous back-up services to our negotia-
" tors. Hence, the selection of Warnke
What disturbs the national security
community about Warnke is that he is’
-an ardent advocate of unilateral dis-
armament. As a memorandum now be-

e,

'
|
!

“ing circulated to the Carter people by
hardline Democrats argues: ~ .., ;- 1o,
. “Simply stated, it is hard to sec how
the American side in SALT can be ef-
fectively upheld by someone who advo-
cates, as Warnke does, the unilateral
abandonment by the United States of
every weapons system which is subject

to negotiation at SALT (as well as !

-many others which are not
Cgussion).” v TEILTTL o
Warnke, in fact, was the principal
adviser to Sen. George McGovern (D.-
S.D.) on national security issues during
the 1972 presidential campaign. The
. ““Alternative

under dis- |

\

Defense Posture,” a cam-:

< paign . paper which presented McGov--

‘ern’s .defense” budget proposals, - and
which - “was - strongly defended by
Warnke, advocated,- among other
things, noted the memorandum, “‘dis-
continuation of deployment of MIRVs,
Minuteman 111, and any other steps to
“upgrade U.S. 1CBMs; dismantling of
all Titan ICBMs; cessation -of conver-
sion of Polaris to Poseidon submarines;

halting the development of a B-1 proto-
“type; cessation of deployment of the

Safeguard system; and cutting by more
‘than half” the Army’s surface-to-air
missile capability and the Air Force’s
‘interceptor force.” .o . .

A supplemental document, the “Re-
port of the McGovern Panel on Na-
tional Security,” which Wamnke led,
“also opposed U.S. MIRV programs,
the B-1, improvements in missile accu-

Wy
/77576 '
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racy and the development of hard-target capa--!

_ bility, the crur e mxssxlc the ABM and bomber dc—
fensc L .

As the. memorandum stresscs “A t no. nme in the
SALT negotiations have the Soviets advocated
even as a bargammg position, such sweeping cuts
in American forces "(Emphasis in original memo. )

" In analyzing the McGovern defense proposal,
Dr. William R. Kintner, a well-known defense ex-
pert, stressed in-the Freedom dat Issue pubhcatxon
of July/August 1972 that the plan was “a fiscal’
formula for unilateral disarmament. This could |
~only satisfy the Soviet ‘Union, upon whose bemgn
“sentiments we dnd our allies would then depend,”

. because the McGovcrn budget would leave us no
~other choice.” : : ,_

Warnke's prefcrc ce : for ¢ umlateral" mmatwes
on our part has not diminished. In the Spring, 1975,
[issue of Foreign Policy, Warnke proceeds to blame
the arms race on the United States and the hberals
favorite punchmg bag, Rnchard N:xon P
- “As its only living superpower modei v states
Warnke, “our words and our actions are admirably”
calculated to inspire the Soviet Umon to spend its
‘substance. on military manpower »and weaponry.
Ex-President Nixon asserted repeatedly that he
‘could not negotiate effectively if he went to the bar-.
gaining table with the Soviet Umon as thc world s
.‘sccond strongest mlhtary power “

~-In short, the U.S. has provoked the Sovrets 1n

" “assuming its current posture. “I' would not like to

- 'see the SALT talks stop,” he ‘went ori. “But if we
must accept the insistence that the’ momentum of
our strategic weapons programs must be main-
‘tained in order to bargam eﬂ'ectlvely, the talks havc
‘become too cxpenswc a luxury TE

" “Insofar as formal agreemcms are conccmed wc
'may have gone as far aswe now can gow PR E
“We' should,’ mstead try a policy of restra t,"
while calling~ for- matching _‘rcstramt from the
Soviet Union. %’ ‘ . ot
" “The chances are good . .that hlghly advertxsed
restraint on our part will be rccrprocatcd The So-’
viet Union, it may be said again, has only one su-
perpower. model to follow. To date, the superpower
aping has meant the antrthems of restramt ..... L
- “It is time, T think, for us to present a worthier:
.~ model. ... We can be the first off the treadmill. i
Dcsplte these astomshmg oplmons, howcver thc
‘Carter people have been senous]y thinking of put-’
_ting people just hke Wamkc in key natronal sccu-’
rlty posrtlons ' - Y

T
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15 January 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR: Legislative Counsel

FROM : S. D. Breckinridge
Deputy Inspector General

SUBJECT : Classification of Testimony of Mr. Sorensen on
21 July 1975, his Affadavit of 25 July 1975,
and Three 1963 NSC Memoranda

1. On the afternoon of Friday, 14 January 1977, I met with
representatives of the Directorates of Operations and Administration.
We reviewed simultaneously copies of the testimony of Mr. Sorensen
on 21 July 1975, his affadavit of 25 July 1975, and the three
memoranda as follows: 21 April 1963 memorandum by McGeorge Bundy;

a record of a meeting of the NSC Standing Group on 23 April 1963,
written by Bromley Smith; and, a 29 April 1963 agenda for a meeting,
prepared by McGeorge Bundy.

2. We have agreed that there was no information in Mr. Sorensen's
testimony or affadavit that should, of itself, be considered classified
as of this date. All of the subject matter has been covered in great
detail in the Interim Report of the Senate Select Committee on Alleged
Assassination Plots.

3. It is noted that the three memoranda cited above were all
classified Top Secret in the White House at the time they were written.
They are all referred to in the SSC Interim Report of Alleged Assassination
Plots, although they are not reproduced therein in full. A case
can be made at this time for stating that the classifications they
bear are no longer applicable, but a case can also be made that in their
entirety they may still require classified handling. In any event,
they were not classified by this Agency and the practice, during the
recent investigations, has been to obtain White House concurrence
for agreement to declassify.
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4. It is noted that while we can speak properly as to whether
the contents of the testimony and affadavit warrant classification,
we are in no position to address the conditions under which Mr.
Sorensen gave his testimony in July 1975. Presumably the Senate
Committee would like to address this question, even if it is only
a formality.

D Bk K

S. D. Breckinridge
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Wlnifed Hlates Denale

SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 4TH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

‘ . N OF MR, THEODORE C. SORENSEN
ATIVE WITNESS LIST, CONSIDERATION OF THE NOMINATIO . :
TgEggcom DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE, COMMENCING JAN. 17,1977:

The witnesses in support of Mr. Sorensen’'s nomination will include:

Ambassador Averill Harriman
Mr. Clark Clifford
Judge Simon Rifkind

Admiral Elmo Zumwalt

‘Witnesses commenting on the issue of the nomination:
Common Cause - Mr. David Cohen, President

The witnesses in opposition to Mr. Sorensen's nomination will include:

Congressman Larry P. McDonald (7th Dist. Georgia)

Tﬁe Conservative Caucus - Mr. Howard Phillips

The Conservative Caucus - Mr. Larry Uzzell

- American Conservative Union - Mr. Francis J. McNamara
:Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress - Mr. Charles Moser
- Fusion Energy Foundation - Dr. Morris Levitt
;Center for National Security Studies - Mr. John Marks
‘Libefty Lobbby - Mr. Robert M. Bartell

U.S..Labor Party - Ms. Susan Kokinda

Mr. E.C, "Mike" Ackerman

Ambassador Edward M. Korry
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Wlnited Diates Denaie

SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATI{ONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 2t, MTH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

TENTATIVE WITNESS LIST, CONSIDERATION OF THE NOMINATION OF MR. THEOI.)ORE C. SORENSEN
TO BECOME DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE, COMMENCING JAN. 17,1977:

The witnesses in support of Mr. Sorensen’'s nomination will include:

Ambassador Averill Harriman
Mr. Clark Clifford
Judge Simon Rifkind

Admiral Elmo Zumwalt

Witnesses commenting on the issue of the nomination:

Common Cause - Mr. David Cohen, President

The witnesses in opposition to Mr. Sorensen's nomination will include:

Congressman Larry P. McDonald (7th Dist. Georgia)

Tﬁe Conservative Caucus - Mr. Howard Phillips

The Conservative Caucus - Mr. Larry Uzzell

American Conservative Union - Mr. Francis J. McNamara
Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress - Mr. Charles Moser
Fusion Energy Foundation - Dr. Morris Levitt

Center for National Security Studies - Mr. John Marks
Liberty Lobbby - Mr., Robert M. Bartell

U.S.lLabor Party - Ms. Susan Kokinda

Mr. E.C. "Mike' Ackerman

Ambassador'Edward M. Korry
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STATEMENT

THEODORE C. SORENSEN

DIRECTOR-DESIGNATE OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

BEFORE

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

UNITED STATES SENATE

17 JANUARY 1977
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee:

1 am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views
on President-elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post
of Director of Central Intelligence, and to answer the scurrilous
and unfounded personal attacks which have been anonymously
circulated against me.

I did not seek or lightly accept this assignment, and some of
my friends have suggested that anyone agreeing to take the job lagks
either the sanity or the judgment necessary to fulfill it. I
recognize that the successes of the Intelligence Community are
largely unspoken while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is
often accused of deeds that it never committed or that it undertook
at the request of higher authority; and that the Agency and its employees
are rarely able to defend themselves publicly against these attacks.
In recent days, I have had the same experience.

But I do not intend to be intimidated by those who wish to strike
at me, or through me at Governor Carter, by personal attacks on my
integrity and probity, grossly distorting the facts and maliciously
twisting my words. I prize both my country and my honor too greatly
to desert this post under that kind of cloud; and I am here to appeal
to the sense of fairness of the Members of this Committee.

{ recognize that some of you have legitimate questions concerning
my qualifications. But before dealing with those questions, I mist as
a matter of personal privilege respond to the personal attacks upon my

character which my nomination has suddenly stirred.
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1. First, it has been said that I leaked or otherwise conveyed
classified information for political or personal purposes. That
charge is totally false. In the White House, I drew upon classified
materials in backgrounding the press only when I was specifically
directed to do so by the President, who clearly had such authority;
and I took documents home for review only in those rare instances
when I would otherwise have spent 24 hours a day in that office.

I have never compromised the national security of this country,
or approved of anyone else doing so. My affidavits in the lawsuits

brought against the New York Times and Daniel Ellsberg regarding

publication of the Pentagon Papers accurately described the practices
then prevalent in Washington -- not as they should have been but as
they were. Almost identical affidavits were submitted by a former
Assistant Secretary of State, a former State Department Legal Adviser
and a former Ambassador; During my White House service I received
the highest security clearances from the CIA; and I received them
again in the last few weeks. I have something of a reputation for
guarding secrets, whether they be those of my government, my clients,
or my friends. No one has ever charged me with conveying classified
information to others or mislaying classified materials.

2. Second, it has been said that I improperly took classified documents
with me from the White House when I left government service, improperly
used them in writing.my book on President Kemnedy, and improperly

obtained a tax deduction for donating them to the John F. Kennedy

-2-
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Library. Those charges are totally false. Upon the announcement

in early 1964 that I was leaving the White House, I was visited
by the Assistant Archivist of the United States, an official in

the General Services Administration. He informed me that the papers
in my files that T had created and accumulated during the period

of my service in the White House were regarded by both law and
historical precedent as my personal property; and further, that

I was entitled to make any use of those papers that I deemed appro-
priate, whether selling them as some former White House aides had
done, writing books based on them as other former aides had done,

or donating them to an appropriate educational institution -- with
| a tax deduction on the value of the gift -- as still others had done.

Upon my signing on February 14, 1964, a Letter of Intent to
donate my papers to the Kennedy Library, the Archivist's Office
sorted and packed my files, presumably leaving behind anything that
was not mine, transferred them to a GSA depository in the Boston area.
The GSA then sent to my home certain of those papers which I had
selected as necessary background materials for my bock. It collected
them from me upon completion of my manuscript, and the entire lot of
my papers was then transmitted to the John F. Kennedy Library, to
which I donated them.

Naturally there were classified papers among them (although no
commumnications intelligence reports), just as there were classified
documents among the papers taken upon their departure from the White
House by the principal aides of every President at least since Woodrow

Wilson, including Col. House, Samuel Rosenman, Harry Hopkins, Sherman Adams,

_3-
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McGeorge Bundy and many, many others. Like most of those named,
I reviewed my papers, including classified papers, in preparing

a book on my experiences, just as Gerald Ford at his confirmation
hearing acknowledged drawing upon Top Secret documents in his
possession when writing his book on the Warren Commission. In
the decade since my book was published, no one has suggested that
security was in any way breached by anything in my book, and it
was in fact submitted for clearance in advance to the National
Security Adviser to the President, to his former deputy, and to
the former Deputy Secretary of Defense. My handling of classified
information was at all times in accordance with the then-existing
laws, regulations and practices.

Upon donating my papers to the Kemnedy Library (instead of
selling them individually for a far larger amount), I received the
tax deduction to which I was entitled by law, just as many former
government officials did over the years -- including, in addition
to some or all of those already mentioned, former Ambassador Galbraith,
former White House aide Arthur Schlesinger, and former Governor and
Ambassador Adlai Stevenson.

No doubt arguments can be made against the practice begun by
George Washington of White House occupants taking their papers with
them -- John Eisenhower has recently stated, for example, that his
father inherited from Truman and 1eft to Kemmedy no papers other
than the instructions on nuclear attack procedures -- but at the time

I took my papers in 1964, that was clearly the accepted view of the law.

-4-
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No doubt arguments can also be made against permitting tax
deductions on the donation of papers by former government officials --
and such arguments were made when the law was changed in 1969 --
but that was nevertheless the law prior to that time.

All of the above actions were taken with the full knowledge
and approval of the government, and were publicly described in

the well-publicized affidavits which I filed in the New York Times

case and subsequently in the Ellsberg case. Those two cases involved
important First Amendment issues, including the public's right to
know the tragic history of the Vietnam War. Whatever improvements
might have been made in the wording of my affidavits, I make no
apology for having responded to the requests of counsel in both

cases to attest to the inconsistencies and anomalies of government
classification practices.

3. Third, it has been said that I avoided military service as a
pacifist during World War II and the Korean War. This charge is
totally false. I have never sought to avoid military service, hazardous
or otherwise, in wartime or any other time. I have never advocated
for the United States a policy of pacifism, non-resistance to attack
or unilateral disarmament. The facts are that I registered for the
draft upon becoming 18 years of age in 1946, a year after World War II
ended, and shortly thereafter expressed the philosophy of non-violence
with which I had been reared by two deeply idealistic parents by
requesting, not an avoidance of military duty or hazardous duty,

but military service in a non-combatant capacity (classification IAO0) --

-5-
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preferring, by way of illustration, to serve cn the battlefield

as a medical corpsman saving lives instead of taking lives. This
status was granted. My action was largely symbolic, inasmuch as
our country was not then at war or expected to go to war. I have
never, in my service on the Executive Committee of the National
Security Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis or at any other
time, permitted my preference for personal non-violence to inhibit
in any way my advice to the President on the military and other
options available as a matter of national policy. I would not have
accepted Governor Carter's designation to be Director of Central
Intelligence were I not prepared to carry out every lawful order
of the President conceivably connected with this post.

4. Fourth, it has been said that my legal representation of
multinational corporations and foreign governments poses a conflict
of interest in undertaking this assignment. This charge is patently
absurd. Over the years, the highest national security officials
in our country have frequently represented such clients before
taking office -- including Messrs. Dulles, Acheson, Rogers, McCloy,
Stevenson and a host of others -- but no one challenged their right
to serve or later claimed that their actions were prejudiced by those
earlier fies. My only representations of foreign governments were
the brief occasions on which I represented the Governments of Iran,
Zaire, Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in commercial disputes or
negotiations. In no country did I have any connection with or first-

hand knowledge of any activities of either their intelligence agencies

-6-
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or our own; nor do I have now any obligations or prejudices regarding
any foreign country which would interfere with any official duties.

5. The fifth and final charge is the suggestion that I must have
been somehow involved in Kennedy White House plots to assassinate
foreign leaders. That charge is totally false. I have previously
testified under oath, and I do so again today, that I knew nothing
of such plots; and no one who did has ever stated or ever could state,
nor did your predecessor committee find or suggest, that 1 was
informed or involved in any way. The record is equally clear that
I had no advance knowledge or involvement of any kind in the Bay of
Pigs or in any CIA covert operations.

Mr. Chairman, far more than any job or title, I value my good
name. I resent this reckless scattering of baseless personal accusations
in order to suppress a different point of view. I respectfully ask
this Committee, whatever the fate of my nomination, to consider
the evidence submitted today and previously submitted to your staff,
and to make it clear that these personal charges are wholly false
and without foundation and not the basis for the Committee's view
of my nomination.

With these personal charges out of the way, we can turn now to
the question of my qualifications -- to legitimate questions raised
by those with whom I respectfully disagree but who are entitled to raise
what they regard as valid questions. There are basically two such

questions:

-7-
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First is the question of my experience in intelligence. I was

an observer at National Security Council meetings and a reader of
intelligence reports in the White House, and worked closely with
the CIA and other national security officials during the Cuban
Missile Crisis. I have since leaving the White House written and
lectured widely on international éffairs, and engaged in negotiations
with dozens if not hundreds of top foreign officials. I was requested
by the Ford White House a year ago to provide advice and consultation
on its reorganization of the intelligence effort. My qualifications
for this post have been endorsed by John McCone, Clark Clifford,
Averell Harriman, Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, General James Gavin, and
others who know of my work. Most'importantly, I was chosen by the
President-elect as someone sufficiently in his personal trust and
confidence to bring him the hard unvarnished facts, and to reject
any improper orders whatever their source; as someone who possessed
the integrity necessary to continue the task of restoring public
trust and confidence in the CIA, and earning that trust and confidence
by keeping the Agency accountable and free of abuse; and as someone
with the degree of intellect and independence required to protect
the integrity of the intelligence process from outside pressures and
politics.

But I recognize that there are those, inside and outside of
the intelligence establishment, who disagree with the Murphy Commission
recommendation that an outsider always be named to this post; who

refuse to recognize the totally non-partisan leadership provided

-8-
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by George Bush despite earlier concerns about his partisan
background; or who see no value for this post in a lawyer's
sensitivities to civil liberties and lawful conduct. These people
believe that only someone from inside the military or intelligence
establishment has the experience necessary for this job. I disagree.

Second is the question of my views. Although as previously
indicated I am not a pacifist, I do favor a foreign policy that
prefers where possible the risks of peace to the risks of war.
Although as previously indicated I fully recognize the need for
legitimate government secrecy, which is in fact weakened by over-
classification, I do believe in the right of the Congress and
public to receive far more information than they presently do
from all government agencies, including the CIA. I believe in
the application of moral and legal standards to national security
decisions, including the limitation of covert operations to
extraordinary circumstances involving the vital national interests
of our country, with timely review by the appropriate Congressional
Committees and written authorization by the President and his senior
Cabinet officials.

There are those who disagree with these views and regard them
as incompatible with the duties of a Director of Central Intelligence.
Paying little heed to the fact that the Director's real responsibility
is to provide leadership to the Intelligence Community and objective

jntelligence not policy to the President and his policymakers, these

-9-
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critics prefer to view this post as part of the national security
decision-making apparatus and prefer in that post someone with
policy commitments more like their own.

Obviously I disagree with that view as well.

-10-
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee:
I am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views
on President-elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post
of Director of Central Intelligence, and to answer the scurrilous
and unfounded personal attacks which have been enonymously
circulated against mg.'gﬁ;}éek “”’izr”"*“x%r
1 did not seek or 1iéﬂt1y accept this assignment, and some of
my friends have suggested that anyone agreeing to take the job lacks
either the sanity or the judgment necessary to fulfill it. 1
recognize that the successes of the Intelligence Commumity are
largely unspoken while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is
often accused of deeds that it never committed or that it undertook
at the request of higher authority; and that the Agéncy and its employees
are rarely able to defend themselves publicly against these attacks.
In recent days, I have had the same experience.
But I do not intend to be intimidated by those who wish to strike
at ;Z?Aor hrough me at Governor Carter, by personal'attacks on my
integrity and probity, grossly distorting the facts and maliciously
twisting my words. I prize bg;&kgy countr&ggsd.my;honor ifgzsgz}y L
to desert this post under that kind o? cloud;/)‘ I here to appezij517forkqb
to the sense of fairness of the Members of tﬁis Committee. [ 5 45’
I recognize that some of you have legitimate questions concernizégizzzﬁfk’
my qualifications. But before dealing with those questions, I must as A;ﬂfif“/
a matter of personal privilege respond to the personal attacks upon my

character which my nomination has suddenly stirred.
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1. First, it has been said that I leaked or otherwise conveyed
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classified information for political or personal purposeés. Thaf
charge is totally false. In the White House, I drew upon classified
materials in backgrounding the press only when I was specifically
directed to do so by the President, who clearly had such authority;
and 1 took documents home for review only in those rare instances
when I would othemlse have spent 24 hours a y 1n that offlcen
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or approved of anyone else doing so My aff1dav1ts in the 1awsu1ts

é‘vw&w/‘ brought against the New York Times and Daniel Ellsberg regarding
"

r; ({4’( publication of the Pentagon Papers accurately described the practices

4
JM then prevalent in Washington -- not as they should have been but as

~

W 0 ‘d they were. Almost identical affidavits were submitted by a former

MMSlSt&Ht Secretary of State, a former State Department Legal Adviser

% d a former Ambassador. During my White House service I received

_,/{j ""M the highest security clearances from the CIA; and I received them
again in the last few weeks. I have something of a reputation for
guarding secrets, whether they be those of my government, my clients,
or my friends. No one has ever charged me with conveying classified
information to others or mislaying classified materials.
2. Second, it has been said that I improperly took classified documents

with me from the White House when I left government service, improperly
used them in writing ‘my book on President Kennedy, and improperly

obtained a tax deduction for donating them to the John F. Kennedy
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Library. Those charges are totally false. Upon the announcement

in early 1964 that I was leaving the White House, I was visited

by the Assistant Archivist of the United States, an official in

the General Services Administration. He informed me that the papers
in my files that I had created and accumulated during the period

of my service in the White House were regarded by both law and
historical precedent as my personal property; and further, that

I was entitled to make any use of those papers that I deemed appro-
priate, whether selling them as some former White House aides had

done, writing books based on them as other former aides had done,

or donating them to an appropriate educational institution -- with
. Vher Wﬂ}’

a tax deduction on the value of the gift -- as still others had done jﬁghjérwijzzf)

Upon my signing on February 14, 1964, a Letter of Intent to £27Mﬂhvwvfgrtdu :
U< :
donate my papers to the Kennedy Library, the Archivist's Office

sorted and packed my files, presumably leaving behind anything that
was not mine, transferred them to a GSA depository in the Boston area.

A
The GSA then sent to my home certain of those papers which I had

selected as necessary background materials for my book. ¥t Sollected
them from me upon completion of my manuscript, and the entire lot of
my papers was then transmitted to the John F. Kennedy Library, to
which I donated them.

Naturally there were classified papers among them (although no
commmications intelligence reports), just as there were classified
documents among the papers taken upon their departure from the White

House by the principals aides of every President at least since Woodrow

Wilson, including Col. House, Samuel Rosemman, Harry Hopkins, Sherman Adams,
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McGeorge Bundy and many, many others. Like most of those named,
I reviewed my papers, including classified papers, in preparing

a book on my experiences, just as Gerald Ford at his confirmation
hearing acknowledged drawing upon Top Secret documents in his
possession when writing his book on the Warren Commission. In
the decade since my book was published, no one has suggested that
security was in any way breached by anything in my book, and it
was in fact submitted for clearance in advance to the National
Security Adviser to the President, to his former deputy, and to
the former Deputy Secretary of Defense. My handling of classified
information was at all times in accordance with the then-existing
laws, regulations and practices.

Upon donating my papers to the Kennedy Library (instead of
selling them individually fof a far larger amount), I received the
tax deduction to which I was entitled by law, just as many former
government officials did over the years -- including, in addition
to some or all of those already mentioned, former Ambassador Galbraith,
former White House aide Arthur Schlesinger, and former Governor and
Ambassador Adlai Stevensonfvyg

No doubt arguments can be made against the practice begun'by
George Washington of White House occupants taking their papers with
them -- John Eisenhower has recently stated, for example, that his
father inherited from Truman and left to Kennedy no papers other
than the instructions on nuclear attack procedures -- but at the time

I took my papers in 1964, that was clearly the accepted view of the law.

-4-
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No doubt arguments can also be made against permitting tax
deductions on the donation of papers by former government officials --
and such arguments were made when the law was changed in 1969 --
but that was nevertheless the law prior to that time.

All of the above actions were taken with the full knowledge
and approval of the government, and were publicly described in

the well-publicized affidavits which I filed in the New York Times

case and subsequently in the Ellsberg case. Those two cases involved
important First Amendment issues, including the public's right to
know the tragic history of the Vietnam War. Whatever improvements
might have been made in the wording of my affidavits, I make no
apology for having responded to the requests of counsel in both

cases to attest to the inconsistencies and anomalies of government
classification practices.

3. Third, it has been said that I avoided military seryice as a
pacifist during World War II and the Korean War. This charge is
totally false. I have never sought to avoid military service, hazardous
or otherwise, in wartime or any other time. I have never advocated
for the United States a policy of pacifism, non-resistance to attack
or unilateral disarmament. The facts are that I registered for the
draft upon becoming 18 years of age in 1946, a year after World War II
ended, and shortly thereafter expressed the philosophy of non-violence
with which I had been reared by two deeply idealistic parents by
requesting, not an avoidance of military duty or hazardous duty,

but military service in a non-combatant capacity (classification IAO) --

-5-
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preferring, by way of illustration, to serve cn the battlefield

as a medical corpsman saving lives instead of taking lives. This
status was granted. My action was largely symbolic, inasmuch as
our country was not then at war or expected to go to war. I have
never, in my service on the Executive Committee of the National
Security Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis or at any other
time, permitted my preference for personal non-violence to inhibit
in any way my advice to the President on the military and other
options available as a matter of national policy. I would not have
accepted Governor Carter's designation to be Director of Central
Intelligence were I not prepared to carry out every lawful order
of the President conceivably connected with this post.

4. Fourth, it has been said that my legal representation of
multinational corporations and foreign governments poses a conflict
of interest in undertaking this assignment. This charge is patently
absurd. Over the years, the highest national security officials
in our country have frequently represented such clients before
taking office -- including Messrs. Dulles, Acheson, Rogers, McCloy,
Stevenson and a host of others -- but no one challenged their‘right
to serve or later claimed that their actions were prejudiced by those
earlier ties. My only representations of foreign governments were
the brief occasions on which I represented the Governments of Iran,
Zaire, Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in commercial disputes or
negotiations. In no country did I have any comnection with or first-

hand knowledge of any activities of either their intelligence agencies

-6~
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or our own; nor do I have now any obligations or prejudices regarding
any foreign country which would interfere with any official duties.

5. The fifth and final charge is the suggestion that I must have
been somehow involved in Kennedy White House plots to assassinate
foreign leaders. That charge is totally false. I have previously
testified under oath, and I do so again today, that I knew nothing
of such plots; and no one who did has ever stated or ever could state,
nor did your predecessor committee find or suggest, that I was
informed or involved in any way. The record is equally clear that
I had no advance knowledge or involvement of any kind in the Bay of
Pigs or in any CIA covert operations.

Nhnégg jrman, far more than any job or title, I value my good
name. IArésent this reckless scattering of baseless personal accusations
in order to suppress a different point of view. I respectfully ask
this Committee, whatever the fate of my nomination, to consider
the evidence submitted today and previously submitted to your staff,
and to make it clear that these personal charges are wholly false
and without foundation and not the basis for the Committee's view
of my nomination.

With these personal charges out of the way, we can turn now to
the question of my qualifications -- to legitimate questions raised
by those with whom I respectfully disagree but who are entitled to raise
what they regard as valid questions. There are basically two such

questions:

-7-
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First is the question of my experience in intelligence. 1 was
an observer at National Security Council meeE}ngs and a reader of
intelligence reports in the White House, andj@orked closely with
the CIA and other national security officials during the Cuban
Missile Crisis. I have since leaving the White House written and
lectured widely on international affairs, and engaged in negotiations
with dozens if not hundreds of top foreign officials. I was requested
by the Ford White House a year ago to provide advice and consultation
on its reorganization of the intelligence effort. My qualifications
for this post have been endorsed by John McCone, Clark Clifford,
Averell Harriman, Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, General James Gavin, and
others who know of my work. Most‘importantly, I was chosen by the
President-elect as someone sufficientlzﬁiQ his personal trust and

A

confidence to bring him the hard unvarnished ;facts, and to reject
any improper orders whatever their source; as someone who possessed
the integrity necessary to continuc the task of restoring public
trust and confidence in the CIA, and earning that trust and confidence
by keeping the Agency accountable and free of abuse; and as someone
with the degree of intellect and independence required to protect
the integrity of the intelligence process from outside pressures and
politics.

But I recognize that there are those, inside and outside of
the intelligence establishment, who disagree with the Murphy Commission
reconmendation that an outsider always be named to this post; who

refuse to recognize the totally non-partisan leadership provided

-8-
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by George Bush despite earlier concerns about his partisan
background; or who see no value for this post in a lawyer's
sensitivities to civil liberties and lawful conduct. These people
believe that only someone from inside the military or intelligence
establishment has the experience necessary for this job. I disagree.

Second is the question of my views. Although as previously
indicated I am not a pacifist, I do favor a foreign policy that
prefers where possible the risks of peace to the risks of war.
Although as previously indicated I fully recognize the need for
legitimate government secrecy, which is in fact weakened by over-
classification, I do believe in the right of the Congress and
public to receive far more information than they presently do @ﬁb
from all government agencies, including the CIA. I believ'e["‘:?fr/iilo
the application of moral and legal standards to national security
decisions, including the limitation of covert operations to
extraordinary circumstances involving the vital national interests
of our country, with timely review by the appropriate Congressional
Committees and written authorization by the President and his senior
Cabinet officials.

There are those who disagree with these views and regard them
as incompatible'%iph the?duties of a Director of Central Intelligence.
Paying little heéZZ%o the fact that the Director's real responsibility
is to provide leadership to the Intelligence Commmity and objective

intelligence not policy to the President and his policymakers, these

-9-
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CONCLUDING STATEMENT OF THEODORE C. SORENSEN

But it is now clear that a substantial portion of the United
States Senate and the intelligence commmnity is not yet ready to
accept as Director of Central Intelligence an outsider who believes
as I believe on these two legitimate questions. It is equally clear
that to continue fighting for this post, which would be my natural
inclination, would only handicap the new Administration if T am
rejected, or handicap my effectiveness as Director if I am confirmed.

It is, therefore, with deep regret that I am asking Governor
Carter to withdraw my designation as Director of Central Intelligence.
My regret stems not from my failure to get this post but from my
concern for the future of our country.

I return to private life with a clear conscience. When my
nomination was amnounced on Christmas Eve, my youngest son said to
me: '"Now you will have to do some things you don't want to do'; and
I replied: 'l never will." 1 have never compromised my conscience,
and T am unwilling to do so now in order to assure my nomination.

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee,
for hearing me out and for the courtesies you have extended to me
over the past few weeks. I will be glad to answer any questions
you think necessary, and to answer those of the press immediately

after the conclusion of this hearing.
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TOM BROKAW: The big pelitical story in Washington
thlo week has been the withdrawal of Ted Sorcensen as the
nomlnee of Jimmy Carter to be Dlrector of the Central In-
telllgence Agency. And there' a fair amount of confusion
about the story. You may recall that on Monday of this week,
V}ce President-elect Mondale and Hamilton Jerdan, two men who
are close to Jimmy Carter, were on the "Today" program, saying
that they expected Carter to fully back Mr. Sorensen. Less
tpan an hour later, Mr. Sorensen voluntarily withdrew his own

name. The question, of course, was: how soon did Mr. Carter
know that Mr. Sorensen was going to pull himself out of conten-
tlon. .

; ' Well, last night a source close fto the Prebldent elect
told NBC News that Mr. Carter knew on Saturday of this past week.
And as for Sorensen's reaction to all of it, well, one of his
C}Obe friends questioned him about how Mr. Carter had supported
h;m. Sorensen reportedly said he didn't put a noese around my
npck but he kicked the chair out from beneath me. So that's a
srory that will be banging around Washington for the next ten
days or so, as President-elect Jimmy Carter now tries to decide

on a new nominee to head the Central Intelllgence Agency.

i With us this morning 1s a man whe got a great decal of
arfentlon when he was the Director of the Central Intelligence
Agency, William Colby, who has since left the agency, has now

resumed the practice of law here in Washington, D. C.

| Mr. Colby, do you think the criticism of Ted Sorensen
wias justifiable made by some of the senators for the publication
of classified material?

OFFICES IN: NEW YORK o LOSANGELES e CHICAGO e DETROIT s AND OTHER PRINCIPAL CITIES
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WILLIAM COLBY: Well, I think that Mr. Sorensen's views
about the fact that we need less of our intelligence material

classified are appropriate. I think that's true myself. I've
always believed that. Some pecople say maybe that's why I got
fired toe. But nonetheless, I think that our intelligence

has to serve the constitutional process, and that means that
it has to be made available to our Congress and to our people
so that they can make good decisions aboutl foreign policy.

Nonetheless, I think we do have some secretfs that we

need to protect. And I think drawing the line between what
should be made public and what should remain secret is goilng
to require a continuing effort. I think that the way to answer

this is to go through a hearing and lcok into it carefully, get
the comments of the individual invelved and then make a judgment
as to whether they're appropriate. I theught Mr. Sorensen's
defense was quite eleoquent on this.

TOM PETTIT: Mr. Celby, Mr. Sorensen said that the
intelligence community did not seem quite ready to accept him.
What did you do to prevent his nominaktion geing through?

COLBY: I did nothing. Somebody called me and asked

ne to participate In an effert to bleck his nomimation, and I
refused_ to do so. o

PETTIT: Whe called you, sir?

COLBY: I_really would rather not say.

PETTIT: A person in the agency teoday?

COLBY: No. Ne. A perscn outside tﬁe agency entirely.
PETTIT: In the Senate? |

COLBY: Pelitical figure.

PETTIT: 1In the Senate?

, COLBY: And I just decided that I wasn't going to parti-
cipate in that kind of an effort. .

BROKAW: On what grounds did they want you teo oppose
his nomination?

COLBY: They didn't really go into it in any depth. 1
had seen scome of the published material about his being a con-
scientious objector and things of that nature. But I think that
the problem really is that the President cught to be able to
nominate his own man. But the Senate committee ought to look
very carefully into his qualificaticens. My own confirmation
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hearings took a number of days. 1 was called just about every
name in the boek by a lot of pecople. And I answered those ques-—
tions, and eventually enough of the Senate voted for me to approve
me .

PETTIT: Did you think Mr. Sorensen was qualified to
head the CIA?

| _ COLBY: I think he had a number of qualifications that
were quite impressive. I think his experience in the White

House as a user of intelligence, his ability to put words to-
gether and get conclusions I think is one of the most challenging
problems of intelligence.

PETTIT: In short, you.would have approved his going
into that office.

COLBY: Yes, certainly.

PETTIT: There is a bit of a controversy going on
about intelligence estimates concerning the Russian military
build-up, or so-called build-up. How much of a problem is
there in coordinating the CIA and the Pentagon? .

% _COLBY: Well, there's not a preblem. There're obvieusly
ifferent views. I mean some of these issues den't have any

pat answers, and there're a lot of different opinions. I think
@ntelligence, the process, is one of gathering together all those
different views and trying to search the best answer. We made -a
barticular effort to include differing, dissenting opinions in
intelligence estimates. And as I understand the process this
year, they called in an outside group to criticize the results

of the professional assessment.

. BROKAW: But that was done clearly for poLitical reasons,
don't you think? -

COLBY: No, I don't think se. I think that this was a
process that we had discussed sometime ago, making sure that
these important estimates gek an adversary process, that they
be attacked and the pecople have to defend why they come to these

bpinions.

BROKAW: Can you make a judgment about the critical
question invelved in those analysis, whether the Soviet Union
is attempting to achieve military superiority?

COLBY: I think that's a little bit of a false issue,
quite frankly. I think the question isn't what the intention
of the people in the Kremlin this moment is. I think the ques-
tion is where are we headed in the future, what is the likely
shape of the world in the next tem years.
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Clearly the Soviet Union's a superpower. Clearly they've

built up neot only their nuclear strength, but particularly their
conventiconal strength. I think that they have the intention

of certainly protecting themselves against invasion, as they
were subjected te, and continuing to build their strength.

And if their predictions that the West is going to fall apart
come true, then they will inherit the world. They have that
belief as part of their religion, you might say.

PETTIT: Mr. Colby, based on your own experience at
the CIA, can you tell us that the Russian miliitary build-up
began in 1973, as both intelligence agencies, the Pentagon and
the CIA, are ftelling us now?

COLBY: No, I doen't think it began in 1973. It began
long before that. Obviously after the Cuban Missile Crisis of
1962 they were resolved to increase their nuclear strength where
they had been shown to be totally inferior. And they have
built up to parity in nuclear strength. They have also, how-
ever, modernized their army, extended their mavy so that it now
sails all the seas of the world, as distinct from being a small
coastal defense force.

BROKAW: Very briefly, Mr. Colby, Mr. Carter is now
making a decision about who he nominates next. You came up
through the ranks, so to speak, in the intelligence cemmunity.
Do you know think, in reflection, that it's important to have
an outsider head the agency at this time?

COLBY: Even when I was in there in that job, I said
that I believed that it's probably best that the intelligence

community have an outside chief. I think that enables him to
operate. One of our best directors was John McCone, whe was an
outsider. And I think he was independent of the activities of

the agency, could make decisions and use it f¢ serve the country
in the best way.

BROKAW: William Colby, fermer Director of the Central
Intelligence Agency. '
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if the oil is in small particles, droplets, or
tarry lumps, [ .. 1] and that much of 1t
settles quickly below the surface. As we shall
see, oil films and droplets near the surface
and DDT and other oil-soluble chlorinated
nydrocarbons may have combined effects on
the high seas which may do serious damage
to open ocean ecosystems.

MODES OF HYDROCARBON REMOVAL FROM

THE OCEANS

Hydrocarbens in the sea are diluted and
dispersed by natural mixing and eventually
disappear by microbial or physical oxidation,
evaporation, and burial in the bottom sedi-
ments.

Hydrocarbons dissolved or suspended in the
water column are eventually destroyed by
bacteria, fungl, and other microorganisms.
Some workers have found that the most toxic
compounds are also the most refractory to
microbial destruction, though the evidence
is somewhat conflicting on this point.

No single microbial species will degrade any
whole crude oil. Bacteria are highly selective
and complete degradation reguires humerous
different bacterial species. Bacterial oxida-
tion of hydrocarbons produces many inter-
mediates which may be more toxic than the
nydrocarbons; therefore, organisms are also
required that will further attack hydrocarbon
decomposition products.

The oxygen requirement in marine bac-
terial oil degradation is served. Complete oxi-
dation of one gallon of crude oll requires
all of the dissolved oxygen in 400,000 gallons
of air-saturated seawater at 60°F. (This is
equivalent to a layer of water one foot deep
covering 1.2 acres.) Oxidation may be inhib-
ited in areas where the oxygen content has
been lowered by previous pollution, and the

- bacterial degradation may cause additional
damage through oxygen depletion.

The rate of oxidation is strongly affected
by the temperature of the water, being at
least ten times slower at 40°F than at 80°,
and much slower still when the water is near
freezing temperature.
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REBECCA REID OF DALLAS—-
MISS TEENAGE AMERICA

HON. JAMES M. COLLINS

. OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, January 20, 1977 _

Mr. COLLINS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Rebecca Ann Reid was chosen in Decem-
ber as Miss Teenage America for 19717.
Rebecea is the daughter of Mr. and Mrs.
Robert H. Reid of Dallas, Tex. She is a
straight-A high school senior, a talented
pianist and singer, 17 years old, 5 feet
and 7 inches, 120 pounds.

* Miss Teenage America was selected on
her “positive image” from 20,000 entries.
1t’s more than beauty, as this recognition
is based on the girl with an all-around
outlook. Miss Reid is attractive, gracious,
charming, talented, and poised. I am
mighty proud to have Rebecca Reid as
a neighbor in the Third District of Texas.

The Dallas Times-Herald reported Re-
becca’s answers from a Press Conference
at the National Pageant:

On women’s lib. “Every woman should be
free to pursue the career of her choice. She
should have the same advantages and dis-
advantages as men. And if she wants tobe a
homemaket, she should have that right, too,
and be proud of her accomplishments.”
~ On premarital sex, “I can only answer for
myself, I've been raised to believe that sex
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belongs only in marriage and I could never
have premarital sex.” :

On drug abuse. “I go to a school (W. T.
White High School) where a 1ot of students
use drugs. It's their individual choice, but
T don’t think they'll {ind the answers to their
problems there. I have never used drugs and
feel it’s not right for me.” .

On the future. “After my year as Miss

. Teenage America, I will go to SMU or Baylor

to study piano pedagogy—playing and teach-
ing plano. After ¥ graduate, T would like to
get married and have a family, and I feel
that teaching piano is’a profession that 1
could do with a fan}i,]y.“

«l

el
- \
SORENSEN E'QADES ISSUES OF
! _SUBSTANCE

5,

R U
HON. LARRY McDONALD
OF GEORGIA -
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1977

Mr. MCDONALD, Mr. Speaker, in an
overwrought, highly emotional state-
ment made before the Senate Select
Committee on Intelligence Monday,
Theodore C: Sorensen complained of
“personal attacks on my integrity.” How-
ever, Mr. Sorensen was appearing to
make his statement before any witnesses
were heard either on his behall or in
opposition to his nomination as Director
of the Central Intelligence Agency and
had not been the subject of any personal
attack. But he was by then well aware
of the evidence developed from his public
acts and statements which proved his
unsuitability for the post.

On Tuesday, January 18, Mr. Sorensen
appeared on a national television pro-
gram, and in the course of an interview
said that those who opposed his nomi-
nation were “able to seize upon events in
my life, which were totally innocent, and
to distort them and to lie about them and
spread these false accusations.” :

Making no attempt at refutation, Mr.
Sorensen continued by making an attack
on unnamed Members of the Senate
saying,

There is a different standard for Senators
who are permitted to leak, permitted to have
conflicts of interest, permitted to utter the
most, hypocritical statements, regardless of
truth, and dissemble in other ways.

AS one who respects our Senate; and
also as one who vocally opposed the
nomination of Mr. Sorensen, I believe
that the record should be set straight,
and his statement, a well-crafted exer-
cise in evasion and innuehdo, briefly
analyzed. ’

First, Mr. Sorensen said that it was
“totally false” that he had leaked classi-
fied information for political purposes.
He then admitted that he had leaked
classified materials, to the press when di-
rected to do so by Ihe President. He ad-
mitted that he had removed classified
material from the White House while he
worked there and had taken it home.
This is an exceedingly lax practice, yet
Mr. Sorensen did not say whether in re-
flection he now considered that im-
proper. It is not only improper, but in-
dicative of those who feel that by virtue
of high office they are above the law.

emar

" This arrogance is C[urther demon~
strated in Mr. Sorensen’s sworn staté-
ment filed in 1971 in the case United
Stales against The New York Times Co.
in which he said:

-A determination by the Government or
anyone else as to whether our nation’s se-
curity requires the withholding from public
view of any particular document or docu-
ments is not a matter requiring military
or other highly specialized expertize.

Mr. Sorensen went on to say that his
affidavits in the Pentagon Papers cases
“gecurately described the practices then
prevalent in Washington.” He also said
he never “approved of anyone” who
“compromised the national security of
this country.” Yet his affidavits were in
support of the theft and dissemination
of top secret Defense Department docu-
ments by Ellsberg and Russo, and his
affidavits implied his own actions were
somewhat similar.

Sorensen denied he improperly took
classified and other Government docu-
ments with him when he left White
House employment in 1964, but he went
on to admit that although some of the
documents had been produced by him,
many of them had heen produced by
other people or had been made available
to him only because of his White House
employment. In the recent controversy
over Secretary Kissinger’s files, Mr, Kis-
singer had only claimed ownership of
material he had produced.

Sorensen then went on to an involved
attempt to justify his removal of an ad-
mitted 76 cartons of documents which
indicates his double standard of public
morality. He specifically stated that no
“communications intelligence” docu-
ments were among the 76 cartons he
removed from the White House. Yet
among the documents in the two volumes
among very many of the Pentagon pa-
pers which Sorensen specifically declared
to be “innocuous” were communications
which had been transmitted in our top
codes marked “Top Secret—for the eyes
of the President only.” A foreign intelli-
gence agency, by comparing the clear
text with the coded transmission, can be
aided greatly in breaking our crypto-
graphic techniques. By his specific denial

“that he had removed communications in-

telligence documents for his own use,
Sorensen shows clearly that he does un-
derstand the significance of communica-
tions intelligence documents to an enemy
intelligence service: Why then did he
defend Ellsberg’s theft of the same sort
of classified material?

When questioned by the press in a
news conference immediately following
his statement, Scrensen was asked as to
whether he would condemn Ellsberg’s
actions now. He refused to answer saying
that it was irrelevant in 1977 even though
his support of Ellsberg was a major fac-
tor in his own unsuitability for high
office.

In his attempt to shift his personal
responsibility for the removal of White
House and classified documents onto
others, Sorensen stated that a General
Services Administration official had in-
formed him that the documents Sorensen
had created and accumulated were his
personal property. This appears to be a
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pbrandnew function for GSA, whose au-
thority over building maintenance Mr.
Sorensen would increase to include de-
classification of documents classified by
other and duly authonzed Government
agencies,

Mr. Sorensen admltted that after using
those documents to write a book for his
personal profit, he donated them to the
‘National Archives and took a tax deduc-
tion reported in the New York Times as
being $231,000.

Sorensen stated with regard to his two
affidavits for the defense in the Pentagon
papers cases:

I make no apology for having responded
to the requests of counsel in both cases to
attest to the inconsistencies and anomalities
of government classification practices.

But Mr. Sorensen was not testifying
about Government classification pro-
cedures.

Mr. Sorensen was testifying about the
wenton violation of those classification
procedures by persons taking advantage
of their closeness to the President to
avoid punishment for thelr actions.
‘These people demonstrated they had no
respect for the procedures instituted to
protect our country’s secrets. And in the
New York Times Pentagon papers pub-
lication case, Sorensen testified he felt
the release of the secret documents a
benefit to the United States.

Further, as most of my colleagues who
are lawyers by profession well know, in
defending a criminal trial, the defense
counsel is particularly careful as to what
guestions are asked of a friendly witness
and how they are asked. In the Elisberg
case, Mr. Sorensen was ¢ooperating with
Leonard Boudin, for decades' a member
of the Communist Party’s foremost legal
bulwark, the National Lawyers Guild,
whose firm has been the representative
of the brutally repressive Communist
regime of Fidel Castro in Cuba since
1961.

Both in his statement to the Senate
Select Committee on Intellicence and on
television, Mr. Sorensen made reference
to his pacifist views and his former con-
scientious objector status as reasons for
anonymous attacks on him.

Mr. Speaker, my statements regarding
Mr. Sorensen’s conscientious objector
status and its implications were certainly
not anonymous, and were clearly identi-
fied in the press and on the wire services
as being made by me. Let me reiterate, I
do not believe that the Director of the
CIA, some of whose employees daily risk

their lives in the service of their country, .

should be a conscientious objector. Mr.
Sorensen registered as such 4 years be-
fore the outbreak of the Korean war; he
made sure that he was not compelled to
serve when that war broke out. Mr. Sor-
ensen spoke of preferring service on the
battlefield as a medical corpsman saving
lives instead of taking lives but he per-
formed no such service.

Mr. Sorensen also said that while he
sought conscientious objector status for
himself, he was quite prepared to advise
the President to use his military options,
in other words the lives of other men, in
the furtherance of U.S. foreign policy. 1
maintain that it is the height of hypoc-
racy to be willing to send other men to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —

do what yon
repugnant.

With regard to Mr. Sorensen’s work for
foreign principals, Mr. Sorensen stated
on December 22, 1976, at a Plains, Ga.,
press conference that he had never reg-
istered as a foreign agent because there is
an exemption for legal services under the
Foreign Agent Registration Act. Yet in
his Senate Intelligence Committee state-
ment, Mr. Sorensen admitted that he had
represented Iran, Zaire, Sierra Leone,
and the Canadian province of Newfound-
land in commercial disputes or negotia-
tions. Under the law and as a matter of
professional ethics, Theodore Sorensen
should have registered as a foreign agent.

After asserting that all of these points
about his past public activities—which
contrary to logic, Mr. Sorensen insisted
were private, Mr. Sorensen said there
were only two legitimate questions which
could be raised about his qualifications:
“my experience in intelligence” and “the
question of my views.” )

Mr. Sorensen stated in his Ellsberg
affidavit that he had, during his employ-
ment by President Kennedey as White
House Special Counsel, participated in
National Security meetings, In his testi-
mony for the defense in the trial of Dan-
iel Elsberg and Anthony Russo, Mr.
Sorensen further stated:

I attended, after the Bay of Pigs [April 17,
1961], virtually all of the formal meetings of
the National Security Council. I was not a
statutory member, but was asked by the
President to sit in and observe,

a * * * *

President Kennedy, very frankly, regarded
the National Security Council formal meet-
ings as something of a formal hore. He pre-
ferred to make real decisions on foreign pol-
icy in smaller sessions with those officials
whom he regarded as being particularly in-
formed and pa.rticula.r]y concerned.

Mr. Speaker, it should be noted that I
am only referring to the Russo/Ellsberg
trial, 8 matter on which Mr. Sorensen
complained at the Senate Intelligence
Committee hearing, hecause Mr. Soren-
sen himself made no mention of any
association with the National Security
Council in his New York Times Pentagon
Papers publication affidavit.

The transcript of a Plains, Ga., press
conference on December 22, 1976 quotes
Mr.-@grensen as saying,

I did serve on the Executive Committee of
the National Security Council under Presi-
dent Kennedy.

Again, under oath, Mr. Sorensen spoke
to the Senate Intelligence Committee of
my service on the Executive Committee
of the National Security Council.

The difference between being a non-
participating observer and service on the
Executive Committee is considerable;
and this play with words was, I believe,
indicative of Mr. Sorensen’s imaginative
skill to which I made reference in the
testimony I prepared on his nomination.
See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Jan. 17, 1977,
E190--191. )

As he made clear in his Ellsberg testi-
mony, Mr, Sorensen was not invoived in
setting policy. He was a White House
speechwriter, responsible for articulating
policies developed by others and explain-
ing them to the press and public. Speech~
writer to the President is a honorable

say yon find personaliy
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position, but in no way can the reading
of the dally CIA summaries and back-
grounders provided to the White House
be considered experience in intelligence.

Mr. Sorensen stated as part of his
qualifications that he has written and
lectured widely on international affairs.
Again, that does not make Mr. Sorensen
an expert in the principles of intelligence
gathering. I would also note that among
his lectures were speeches in 1967 and -
1968 before businessmen’s associations.in
which he advocated increased trade with
the Soviet Union despite Russian equtp-
ping and sponsoring the North Vietna-
mese Communists who were killing U.S.
servicemen in Vietnam. Mr. Sorensen
stated he had met with Soviet Foreign
Trade Minister Nikolai S. Patolichev who
also, of course, supported U.S. sales of
high technology items to the U.8.S.R.
But Mr, Sorensen did not tell his audi-
ence that he was then representing
American business interests seeking to
expand their sales to the Soviet Union,
and that an inerease in such trade would
be of direct financial benefit to him and
his firm.

With regard to his views, a topic he
feels is legitimate, Mr. Sorensen stated
that he is not a pacifist. But I belleve I
have already sufficlently discussed the
hypocrisy of a man who states he has
been ready to risk other men’s lives in
military actions he personally finds
morally repugnant. )

Equally serious is Mr. Sorensen’s state-
ment that he would virtually abolish
clandestine CIA activity. In his 1975
book, “Watchmen in the Night,” Soren-
sen wrote: .

The covert political and paramilitary oper-
ations of the CIA (as distinet from its foreign
intelligence and analysis functions) still
occupy too much of its budget and person-
nel. * * *The con'oinuing value of these clan-
destine operations and their effect on U.8
foreign relations should be critically veexam-
ined * * * in the light of progress toward
detente, developments in international and
constitutional law, the new technology of
intelligence collection and analysis, and the
demonstrated ineffectiveness of any foreign
operations, overt or covert, which are not
backed by a broad national consensus.

Ia his Senate statement, Sorensen said
he favored a foreign policy that prefers
‘where possible the risks of peace to the
risks of war and that helieved in:

The application of moral and legal stana-
ards to national security decisions, including
the limitation of covert operations 1o ex-
traordinary circumstances involving the vital
national interests of our country, with timely
review by the appropriate Congressional
Committees and written authorization by
the President and his senior Cabinet officials.

Here we have Mr. Sorensen advocating
policies also pressed by groups reflect-
ing the policies of Moscow and Havana
such as the Institute for Policy Studies,
Center for National Security Studies
and Center for Defense Information,
which hold that the United States should
vestrict its intelligence agency to mere
collection of publicly available docu-
ments--a, joke in Communist countries,
and the long-range ftechnical collection
of information such as satellite photos
and the monitoring of radio broadcasts.

Under these rules the United States
may nnt develop another General Pers-
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kovsky or use any other person as &
covert intelligence agent; nor. can the
United States provide any covert assist~
ance, financial, technical or whatever, to
any free world ally, whether country,
group or individual, ho is fighting Com-
munist subversion. . )

We have heard from representatives
of the American Civll Liberties Union
which is working closely with the above-
named groups the blzarre morality used
to condemn covert operations—that any-
thing covert requires a cover story and
that a cover requires deception, decep-
tion requires lies, and therefore all co-
vert activities are “immoral” and must
be abolished.

Tt is a perversion of morality to argue
that in 1977, faced with the activities
of hostile intelligence agencies in the
service of agressive totalitarian regimes
who have vowed our ultimate destruc-
tion, the United States must forswear
any secret methods of finding out what
our enemies intend and of aiding our
friends.

Tn commenting on the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee hearing for the bene-
fit of a TV audience Tuesday, Mr. Sor-

" ensen said,

I worry about a country in which an in-
dividual who has done no Wrong, who had
ot even been heard yet in his own defense,
could be condemned and prejudiced on the
basis of these false, anonymous accusations.

‘But it was apparent that Mr. Soren-
sen’s statement and withdrawal from
the nomination last Monday, and his

" press statements since have been de-~

signed to prevent the facts from being
aired. He was not questioned by the
Members of the Senate Committee; nor
were those prepared to testify to the
facts concerning him given the oppor-
funity.

Mr. Sorensen acted so that only his
own self-serving statements would ap-
pear -on the hearing record; however,
the Senate Select Committee on Intelli-
gence did enter info the hearing record
the affidavits Mr. Sorensen had made in
the Ellsberg and New York Times Penta~
gon Papers cases.

THE SORENSEN AFFIDAVITS

Mr. Speaker, herewith are the full
texts of the affidavits which Theodore C.
Sorensen submitted in the two Pentagon
Papers cases, United States against New
York Times Company, et al., and United
States dgainst Russo and Ellsberg:

. [In the U.8. District Court, Southern District

of New York, Civil Action T1-2662]

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF, V. THE
NEw York TimeEs COMPANY, ET AL, DE-
FENDANTS

STATE OF NEW YORK,

County of New York, ss:

Theodore C. Sorensen, being duly sworn,
deposes and says:

1. T am a member of the law firm of Paul,
Welss, Goldberg, Rifkind, Wharton & Garri-
son, 345 Park Avenue, New York, New York,

2. Having served as & lawyer in both the
Executive and Legislative branches of the
Federal CGlovernment from 1951 to 1964, in-
cluding more than three years as Special
Counsel to the President, at which time I
held a top securlty clearance, read classified
documents dally, and drafted many such
‘documeénts to or for the President, I am very
familiar with the United States Covern-
ment’s practices regarding the classification
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of various papers in the name of national
security.

8. Having read the materials appearing in
the New York Times on June 13, 14 and 15,
1971, I am familiar in a general way with
the Times’ publication of summaries of, ex-
cerpts from and documents attached to &
historical study of this nation’s deepening
involvement in the Vietnam War conducted
by the Department of Defense. :

4. A determination by the Government or
anyone else as to whether our nation’s secu-
rity requires the withholding from public
view of any particular document or docu-
ments is not a matter requiring military or
other highly specialized expertise. The highly
individual and frequently arbitrary opinion
of the classifying officer is thus entitled to no
or little more weight than the opinion of any
other informed and concerned citizen. “Top
secret” stamps are frequently and routinely
applied with only the briefest and loosest
consideration of what, if any; direct and
concrete injury to the nation’s security in-
terest would result if the general public
were to be granted access to the informa-
tion: and, once applied, the tenure of such
classification rarely if ever reflects a thought-
ful reconsideration of whether the passage
of time and events has altered the original
grounds. The public’s right to be informed,
and the Congress’ right to be informed, have
not to my knowledge been regarded as im-
portant criteria by those determining clas-
sifications.

5. The nation's security does legitimately
require the withholding from public view for
an appropriate period and no longer certain
documents, including those which if revealed
could endanger or otherwise adversely affect
the lives or movements of American military
personnel. In addition, forelgn governments
are ordinarily entitled to expect that their
confidential communications to our govern-
ment will be treated with the same regard
for thelr wishes as they provide for our con-
fidential communications to them; and the
President is ordinarily entitled to recelve
the kind of candid advice and reports from
bhis top civillan and military subordinates
which. is possible only if they can be certain
that words intended for his eyes alone are
not shortly thereafter transmitted to the
general public. .

6. The question of whether any particular
document or documents should remain secreb
today is thus one of balancing these inter-
ests, and the New York Times, a Federal
Judge, a Senator or a citizen may be as cap-
able of making that judgment as any one in
the Executive Branch. My own judgment
is that, on balance, publication by the New
York Times of the documents in question in
this case is not injurious to the national se-
curity. No current or future military opera-
tions or present top government officials ap-
pear to be involved in any way. No serious
embarrassment to any foreign government
appears to be involved. None of the infor-
mation and opinions revealed appear to
have any current facets requiring continued
secrecy.

7. On the contrary I believe the national
security interests of the United States will
be irreparably injured if these documents
are suppressed from public and Congressional
view: If the United States, on the verge of
several fateful decisions in the Middle East,
T.atin America and Asla, is thereby prevented
as a nation from learning the true history
of what went wrong in Vietnam; if the same
policies of conceaiment and deception which
prevented debate and produced miistakes in
this nation’s approach to Vietnam are there-
by judicially encouraged to continue; if the
very purpose of this objective historical study
is -thereby frustrated, and the cost in time
and talent invested in its evolution wasted,
by confining its circulation to a handful of
high officials who largely supported the orig-
inal policy: and if the courts of this coun-
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try, by enjoining a free press and permit-
ting the concealment of official error, thereby
erase still one more important distinction
petween ourselves and our adversaries.

8. T understand that this afidavit will be
submitted in opposition to the motion made
on behalf of the Plaintiff for an order en-
joining further publication by the New York
Times of this material. - :
THEDPORE C. SORENSEN.

NEw York, N.Y., June 17, 1971.

{U.5. District Court for the Central District
of California, No, 9373—(WMB)-CD]
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF, VS.

ANTHONY JOSEPH Russo, J8., Dawigr. Eris-

BERG, DEFENDANTS ’

StaTE oF NEw YORK,
County of New York, ss:

Theodore C. Sorenson, heing duly sworn,
deposes and says:

1. I am a member of the law firm of Paul,
Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, 345
Park Avenue, New York, New York.

%. Having served as & lawyer in both the
Executive and Legislative branches of the
Federal Government from 1961 to 1964, in-
cluding more than three years &as Special
Counsel to the President, at which time I
held a top security clearance, particlpated in
National Security Council meetings, read
clessified documents daily, and dratted many
such documents to or for the President, I am
very familiar with the United States Gov-
ernment’s military, diplomatic and intelli-
gence operations, pelicies and practices, as
well as those regarding the classification of
various papers in the name of national se-
curity. I regard myself as & devoutly loyal
citizen who is proud of his years of public
service and who recognizes the need for a
lirnited amount of secrecy in government.

3. I can flatly state that “top secret” stamps
are frequently and routinely applied with
only the briefest and loosest consideration of
what, if any, direct and concrete injury to
the nation’s security interest would result if
the general public were to be granted access
to the information; and, once applied, the
tenure of such classifications rarely if ever
reflects a thoughtful reconsiderstion of
whether the passage of time and events has
altered the original grounds. The public's
right to be informed, and the Congress's right
to be informed, have not to my knowledge
been regarded as important criteria by those
determining classifications.' Nor is considera-
tion given to the danger of irreparable injury
t0 the national security interest of the
United States if the public and Congress are
denied facts necessary for an informed judg-
ment, enlightened debate, the correction of
mistakes, the discontinuation of invalid poli-
cies and strategies, and the prevention of a
repetition of past errors.

4, I have frequently read classified docu-
ments containing information which was
not secret, or the secrecy of which was not
necessary for any conceivable purpose related
to national security as distinguished from
political embarrassment, or which the public
and Congress had every right and reason to
know in a democracy. Many such documents
contained informsation which was well known
to this country’s enemies or adversaries who
were involved thereln; and thus the only
people denied this information as a result
of the classification of the documents were
the members of the Cengress and the general
public ; )

5. During my years in the White House it
was not unusual for me or other government
officials to have photocopied or otherwise re-
produced classified documents or excerpts
therefrom; to take such documents home for
review: or to quote from them, summarize
them, or otherwise utilize them in ‘‘off-the-
record,” “background,” or other kinds of ses-
sions with one or more representatives of the
news media and occasionally in speeches. No
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formal authorily was sought or obtained for
such use, and no investigation or prosecution
ensued. On the contrary, the President, Sec~
retary of State, Secretary of Defense, Attor-
ney General, Speclal Assistant for National

. Security Affairs, Director of C.I.A. and other
members of the National Security Council
kpowingly and deliberately disseminated
such information from time to time in order
to advance the interests of a particular per-
son, policy, political party or Department, or
the Administration itself or, in their opinlon,
the national interest. Lesser officials often
did the same for these reasons and others—
including the maintenance of friendship
with newsmen, a desire to demonstrate how
mmuch they knew or how important they
were, a desire to undercut a rival official or
agency, or a desire to oppose a policy or pro-
posal with which they disagreed. While the
President frequently expressed irritation over
these “leaks” of classified information and
documents, an investigation was rarely or-
dered and-—even where the originator of the
unauthorized dissemination was discovered—
prosecution was never ordered.

6. It was the view of President John F.
Rennedy “that the dangers of exclusive and
unwarranted concealment of pertinent facts
far outweigh[ed] the dangers which are cited
to justify it . . . No President should fear
serutiny of his program. For from that
scrutiny comes understanding; and from
that understanding comes support or opposi-
tion. And both are necessary . . . I have com-
plete confidence In the response and dedica-
‘tion of our citizens whenever they are fully
informed . .. [Glovernment at all levels must
meet its ohligation to provide you |[the press]
with the fullest possible information outside
the narrowest limits of national security ...”
{Address, American Newspapers Publishers
Assoctation, April 27, 1961.) Even this speech,
in which the President at the height of the
Cold War was concerned about the publica-
tion of necessarily secret information and
appealed to the nation’s press to voluntarily
and privately consider its own responsibilities
in this regard, he fused to propose, much
less impose, any form of governmental re-
ptraint, and spoke sharply against censorship,
concealment, the stifling of dissent and the
covering up of mistakes, and urged only
gelf-discipline and self-restraint as the basis
for preventing harmful unauthorized dis-
closures. On the basis of many conversations
with the President on this topic, I know that
this was consistent with his belief and prdc-
tice. He stated to me and others his bellef
that the press erred in withholding the ad-
vance information it possessed on the Bay of
Pigs invasion, tnasmuch as revelation of the
real facts would have caused him to call off
that ill-considered venture.

7. In the course of working on that speech
for the President, and preparing for his sub-
sequent meeting with the natlon’s top edi-
tors on this topic, the Central Intelligence
Agency and others directed to my attention a
long list of unauthorized disclosures to the
press which, in the opinlon of the CI.A,
Seriously compromised our national security.
Some of these examples were summarized in
the aforementioned Presidentlal speech as
follows:

“[D]etails of this nation’s covert prepara-
tions to counter the enemy’s covert opera-
tions have been avallable to every newspaper
reader, friend and foe alike; that the size, the
sirength, the lecation and the nature of our
forces and weapons, and our plans and
sirategy for their use, have all been pin-
pointed in the press and other news media to
a degree sufficlent to satisfy any foreign
power; and that, in at least one case, the pub~
lication  of details conecerning a secret
mechanism whereby satellites were followed
required its alternation at the expense of
considerable time and money.”

Further examples provided to me aiter this
speech included mnewspaper and magazine

stories revealing detfalls on new weapons;
on .8, methods of detecting Soviet mis-
sile and other tests; on SAMOS and other
reconnaissance satellites; on the U.S. bar-
gaining position in advance of the Test
Ban talks In Geneva; on the Internal memo-
randum regarding military strategy from
the Secretary of State to the Secretary of
Defense; on comparative U.S. and Soviet de-
velopments in the use of nuclear propul-
sion for submarines, carrlers, aircraft,
rockets and power plants; and on a variety
of Soviet weaponry developments, publica-
tion of which revealed to the Russians
our ability to monitor those developments. I
was also informed that the teclinical de-
tails of a nuclear weapon triggering device
had been leaked a decade earlier to Drew
Pearson. Being generally familiar with the
“Pentagon Papers” which appeared in the
press last year, I know of nothing in those
documents which compares in any way with
the seriousness of some of the above men-

tioned disclosures. Revelations of past
strategy, discussion, considerations, pre-
dictions, information, priorities, plans

and assessments, wunlike the then-cur-
rent information and technology revealed
in some of these cases, cannot com-
promise current national security. But no
prosecution occurred in any of those cases.

8. Classified documents or the informa-
tion contained therein also reached public
view through the books and articles of
former government officials. I have many
times ~ observed this practice and par-
ticipated In it. In keeping -with the

 long-standing practice that the papers

and files of the President and his top
appointees belong to them and may be re-
moved from their offices at the conclusion
of their service, I removed 67 cartons of
papers, documents and files of all kinds
(7 cartons of which were “classified”) from
my office in the White House upon my de-
parture in February of 1964. I drew upoh
this material, keeping some of it in my own
home, in writing the book “Kennedy,” pub-
lished in 19656. The classified material in-
cluded copies of the Kennedy-Khrushchev
correspondence, the transeript of their sum-
mit meeting at Vienna, secret memoranda
and directives relating to the Cuban missile
crisis, Berlin, Laos and Congo crises, and the
Bay of Pigs, as well as other Presidential
letters and memoranda of conversations, Al-
though I generally did not use quotation
marks when extracting classified material
and submitted portions of the manuscript
for informal review to individuals who then
or previously served in high national se-
curity posttions, I did not seek or obiain any
formal clearance or approval from the gov-
ernment and was at no time guestioned or
reprimanded in this regard. The government,
speaking through the National Archives,
asked me as the lawful owner of these pa-
pers to donsate them to the United States of
America for eventual deposit in the John
Fitzgerald Kennedy Library; and the gov-
ernment, acting through the Internal Reve-
nue Service, recoghized that these were oy
property inegranting a tax deduction for this
gift. The. Jegislative history of the Presi-
dential Libraries Act of 1955 and the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 maxle clear that these were my papers
to dispose of as I saw fit, much as Sherman
Adams, Samuel Rosenman, Clark Clifford
and a great many others had done before
me.,

9. I also served as unofficial editor of the
pusthumously published manuseript on the
Cuban. missile crisis by Robert F. Kennedy
entitled "“Thirteen Days.” That manusecript
quoted from previously classified letters of
President Kennedy eand Soviet Chalrman
Nikita Khrushehev, summarized a highly
classified memorandum to the Attorney Gen-
eral from J. Edgar Hoover, and quoted a
variety of exivemely confidential conversa-
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tions. No question was raised with respect i
this publication.

10. ‘What all of the above boils down o is
this: The government has always recognized
ad accepted the fact that arbitrary, incon-
sistent and indiscriminate over-classification
of documenis exists; and that consequenily
large amounts of classified material are
passed from the government to the public-
sometimes tw the government's embarrags-
ment, occasionally even to its injury-—as part
of the system of governing and Mving in an
open society. Because classified labels have
come 'lc mean so little in practice, and he-
cause the guidelines for classification, de-
classification and utilization of classified ma-
terial are so vague and obscure that no oue
can be certain when they are violated, hun-
dreds of viclations of the letter of the law
if it is broadly interpreted occur every
month. The government has accepted this as
an inherent part of our system and has relied
on the support of subordinates, on their
loyalty, consciences and seif-discipline, and
occasionally on administrative procedures to
deter and correct the dissemination of those
state secrets that are actually injurious wo
the national security.

11, ¥ understand that this affidavit will be
submitied hy counsel for he defense.

THEODORY C. SORENSEN

&  DISTINCTIVE APPROACH TO
ELECTORAL COLLEGE REFORM

HON. GUY VANDER JAGT

OF MICHIGAN )
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE:

Thursdey, Jaruary 20, 1977

Mr. VANDER JAGT. Mr. Speaker.
with the convening of the 95th Con-
gress and the 1976 contest for the Presi-
dency behind us, we are once again hear-
ing appeals for amending the constitu-
tional mechanics of Presidential and
Vice Presidential elections. Predictably,
the proposal to establish a direct popular
election in lieu of the Electoral College
procedures is the focus of most discus-
sion.

However, we should bear in mind the
fact that while direct popular election is
the most, democratic means of selecting
our highest officials, it is not the only ap-
proach which would overcome the perils
of current practice. There are alterna-
tives which would meet the problems of
which astute observers every 4 years give
warning, vet respect basic tenets of the
American constitutional system,

In the event it goes forward in this
area, whatever route Congress takes
should eliminate the opportunity for
electors to violate the wishes of their
States’ voters and by casting their elee-
toral votes for someone other than their
States’ winners in the popular contests.
The ‘“faithless elector’” poses unaccept-
able uncertainty in our election system.
We can achieve a correction to the faith-
less elector problem by eliminating the
Presidential electors as such, even while
retaining the electoral votes and the pos-
itive values which they accord in our na-
tionnal political experience.

Also, we should seek to overcome the
distortion of the netional popular vote
totals which commonly occurs within the
Electoral College as a result of the “win-
ner-take-ail” nature of the States’ pro-
cedures for choosing eleciors. ‘Terminat-
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By ARTHUR SCHLESINGER JR.
Our neéw President delivered a very nice ;
inaugural sermon, and we must all wish .

him well!in the months ahead. He appears j.

to have had a shorter honeymoon than most
new Pre#idents, however, and was even in
trouble with Congress before he took his
oath of office, which seems hardly fair. !
One reason for, this, I suppose, is that few !
members of Congress know him well. An- {
other is that even fewer feel they owe their |
election to any efforts of his on their be- |
half. So legislators, including many in the
President’s own party, are in a wary and
independent mood.

No. ddubt the success of the Senate in
forcing the withdrawal of President Car-
tar's nominee for CIA director will make
Congress more assertive than ever. This
was__an lextraordinary, perhaps unprece-
dented, humiliation to_inflict on s newly
elected IPresident.. Cabinet nominations
have been rejected from time to time, but
generally much later in a term; never, so
tar as I can recall, before a new President
has actually been sworn in.

One wonders why Mr. Carter, with a 3-2
Democrdtic margin in the Senate, did not
make a fight of it. Certainly his personal
intervention could have changed enough
Democratic votes on the committee to
bring the nomination to the floor. But he
evidently felt that he had only a limited
amount of political capital for coniirmation
tights, ahd he obviously preferred to invest
that in Griffin Bell.

Instead of seeing the Sorensen nomina-
tion as 4 test that would define his future
relations with the Senate, Mr. Carter chose
to cave in. He should not have nominated
Mr. Sorensen unless he was prepared to
fight for him. The Senate is now left with .
the impriession that the new President is an
easy man to scare. In time, I imagine, the
legislators will be disabused. Meanwhile
Mr. Carter has created some unnecessary
problems for himself, .

The reasons alleged against Mr. Soren-
sen wer¢ patently spurious. The senaforial
expressipns of horror over the use of clas-
sified dbcuments in a serfous historical
work came implausibly from a body so
given to bouts of oratory about the sins of
overclassification and the importance of
the people’s right to know. As one who had
the same unspeakable traffic with classi-
fied documents in my own memoir of the
Kennedy administration, I must declare an
interest. But everyone in_Washington
Kknows there is Tiothing sacred about SE-
CRET stamps. Investigation afte es

investi-
gation has shown the abuse of classifica-
tion by government agencies, Congress has
wailed for years about 1ts need to have the
information necessary for informed judg-
ment on questions of foreign policy.
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i Classified Documents

The fact is that Mr. Sorensen used his
classified documents with the utmost cir-
cumspection. No one has ever charged a
_breach of security against his excellent

“Kennedy'’' (or against A Thousand
Days,” for that matter). All the. episode
shows is that Mr. Sorensen has the capac-

ought to be kept and information that

ought to e disclosed. Thzs is exactly what

one would want, 1 would think, as head of
CIA.

Then there was the notion that he was a
moralist, as if that were a grievous fault. I
can only say that no one who worked with
Ted Sorensen in the White House thought

Board of Contributors

By choosing to cave in on
' the Sorensen nommation,
| Mr. Carter has created some
unnecessary problems for

' himself.

lof him particularly as a moralist. He is a
‘sharp, clear-headed, incisive and entirely
practical man who would have been, I am
confident, a first-class head of CIA.

things by him, as the FBI has so often
slipped things by the hapless Clarence Kel-
iley; or at least it would not have tried
:twice. He would have cast a cold eye on
CIA _projects and would have had to be
shown. From what we know of CIA aspira-
tions, that would have been a healthy thing
for_the agency. But he would also have
been an excellent judge of what CIA could
profitably do and a most persuasive advo-
cate of the agency's interest within the
government and before Congress.

1f only Mr. Sorensen, instead of writing
aninvaluable work in contemporary Amer-
ican history, had spent his time planning
inapalm afttacks against Vietnamese peas-
lantg, the_Senatora. would doubtless have
lconfirmed him by acclamation. But what

'sense about his book, was that he might
really do what they have long prefended
they wanted done—reform the intelligence
community.

 throw of Mr. Sorensen was one of the few
recent CIA successes in the field of covert
action. If my informalion is correct, the
opposition came much maore from the De-

fense Department than from the CIA. Gen-
eral Daniel Graham, recently retired from
the Defense Intelligence Agency, was re-
\ported in the corridors of the Senale Whis-
‘pering baleful thoughts to key legislators.
i The hot argument. in the intelligence
community these days is over the esti-

mates of Soviet military strength and in-
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$orensen Was Just Right for the CIA

ity to distinguish between secrets that \g

The agency would. not have tried to slip

It has been speculated that the over-

A g A w77

tearful alarms, especially around budget
time. The notorious ‘‘missile gap,’”’ about
which the Air Force -shouted so much in
1959-61, is typical. The CIA, then and now,
has taken a more sober view and, as in the
case of the missile gap, has generally
turned out to be right in the end.

History provides no reason to think that
\goldiers are more reliable on these matters
than civilians. Rather the contrary: as
‘Lord Salisbury, the British Foreign Secre-
tary, reproached the Viceroy of India a
‘eentury ago: **You listen too much to the
soldiers. No lesson seems to be so deeply
.inculcated by the experience of life as that
you never should trust in experts. If you

»

they evidently feared, Underneath the non-—
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believe the doctors nothing is wholesome:
if you believe the theologians nothing is in-
nocent; if you believe the soldiers nothing
is safe. They all require to have their
strong wine diluted by a very large admix-
ture of insipid common sense.’

The CIA recently took a rather non-
alarmist view of the Soviet military pos-
ture. Then the President’s Foreign Intelli-
gence Advisory Board proposed that the
CIA's raw evidence be turned over to an
outside group. The generally sensible
George Bush, the retiring CIA director,
was gulled into accepting the idea that the
outside group be made up of men, other-
wise estimable, who were committed hard-
liners. It was rather like dispatching Ty-
phoid Mary to stop a typhoid epidemic.
Naturally the outsiders found in the evi-
dence just what they wanted to find. Their
review came down heavily on the side of
the Defense Department.

Sorensen’s Concern

This is no doubt why the Defense De-
partment was so concerned about the pos-
sible appointment of Mr. Sorensen as head
of CIA. For Mr. Sorensen would presuma-
bly have backed his own analysts and
would have been able to argue their case
with incomparable skill in the councils of
the administration. It was this concern, it
would appear, that accounted fundamen-
tally for his downfall.

All this leaves the Senate Commitiee on
Intellizence Activities in dubious light.
Ever since Watergale, the Senate has been
proclaiming its steely and unflinching de-

termination to deal with the intelligence

community, Faced with 1€ opportunity of
appointing a man. whe mi &EEPIdE _exactly
Ithal, the Senators panicked. Does the So-
‘rensen episode indicate what Senate over-
sight of the intelligerice” community will
amount to? Is this a watchdog committee?
1t seems to be the sort of watchdog that
nuzzles up fo the burglar in"the night and
licks "his hand._ As George McGoVern said
in_an eloquent interventi

mance_really was a_shameful m
the recent history of the Senate.
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President Carter now faces the question
of a new CIA appointment. The same pres-

sures_that defeated the Sorensen nomina-
e

tion_are doubtless arguing for an 1_intelli-
genice professional, It not for someone post-
tively acceptable_to_the Pentagon. I trust
the President does not go'down this road.

Intelligence is not like nuclear physics.
It is not so arcane a business that only a
professional can master it. And the profes-
siopals, who haye lived so long in an jso-
lated and hallucinatory world, tend to lose
any sense of accountability €0 Congress
and the peaple. There was much criticism
of George Bush's appointment on the
ground that he was a politician. I argued at
the time—and I think events have vindi-
cated the argument—that that is precisely
what was required, Given our recent expe-
rience with intelligence agencies, those
agencies surely need most of all leadership
schooled in the principles and procedures
of accountability to the democratic pro-
cess. President Carter’s next choice for the
CIA will be an interesting test of his own
sense of these problems.

Mr. Schlesinger is Albert Schiwcitzer
Professor of the Humanities at the City
University of New York, winner of Pulitzer
Prizes in history and biography and «
member of . the Jowurnal’'s Board of
ontributors.
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DAVID HARTMAN: We 're back. Of all Jimmy Carter's nomineces

Ted Sorensen may be the best known. He was a top advisor to
President Kemnedy, wrote many of Mr. Kennedy's most memorable
speeches. Since the Kennedy time he's been practicing law. He's

been an activist in many areas and Mr. Sorensen is now the
designate for head of the CIA.

Good morning Ted.
THEODORE SORENSEN: Good mormning, David.
HARTMAN: And Margaret Osmer is sitting with me.

MARGARET OSMER: Good morning.

; - HARTMAN: First of all, how did he happen to pick yoh-
for this job? . ,

SORENSEN: 1I've been trying to find out the answer to
that question, David, and when I get my hands on the fellow who
-- no, really, I don't know. It happened very suddenly. Ten or
eleven days ago I was happily and busily emerged in the practice
of law and here I am. It all happened very qguickly. :

HARTMAN: Are you glad about it?

SORENSEN: Well I have mixed feelings because I'm
obviously taking on a very, very difficult assignment with
very heavy responsibilities. It's not an assignment which T
sought. But it is a challenge, it is a job that needs to be
done and I did not see how I could turn down the President-elect.

HARTMAN: Right.

OSMER: 1In your mix, what ére your concerns about
taklng on this job? S »

‘ SORENSEN' Well I am concerned about the ability of
anyone in a democracy to successfully conduct an 1nte111gence
act1v1ty which of nece331ty must be Iargely secret.

OSMER: You say largely secret, that brlngs up a number
of questions. You've talked about making the budget public, you've:

SORENSEN: Making he_;g;aLﬁ,puhiig;_yes, 1 thlnk LhaL
in a democracy accountability is. absolute[y essential, and m @Qiﬁ
of the abuses that have taken place in..the past with the varlous
intelligence operations have occurred, in my opinion, because
they were not accountable, not even in some cases to the Pre81denL

and certainly not to the Congress. I would hope to_change thatg

HARTMAN: Is it possible, though, is it possible to run
an intelligence agency of this sort given that it's awfully hard
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2
to keep HNTLEInY veeaet onymeps PARORII1PRINIPRANGEZ , you
know, the big word over the last several years. Is there any
way of keeping all that private and still, you know, accountable
but still private and run the agency? “

SORENSEN: That depends upon one's evaluation of the
Congress and of the key members of Congress who will be privy to
this kind of information. They can keep secrets, and I have
confidence that they will. If they do not, if the country
suffers as a result, then that's a path they will have delibera-
tely chosen. I don't think that the CIA or any other agency
can assume all the wisdom and virtue in itself and say, we don't
trust the Congress, they won't keep secrets, therefore we are
not going to be accountable to them.
» HARTMAN: You've said that you want to cut back on --
excuse me, Margaret —--— you want to cut back on covert activities
or on underground activities. Can you do that and still -— can
the GCIA still get their job done? ‘ :

. SORENSEN: Bear in mind that the Central Intelligence
Agency is exactly that. Its primary responsibility is that of
collecting and analyzing intelligence and giving the President
and the National Security Council the best information and
estimates possible on which to make foreign policy decisians.

, Covert operations are another small part of the
agency's responsibility. And those operatioms have been the
source of abuse in the past. And while I do not think in a
somewhat ugly world we can abolish that capacity altogether,

I do not think the United States must respond only with combat
troops or nuclear weapons whenever there is some threat to our
security. I do think that the covert operation capability

-should be utilized only in those extraordinary circumstances

where the vital interests of the United States are truly at
stake, where.an open operation would not be successful, where
the probability of success is relatively high and where the

_operation itself is known to and approved by.the President aﬁd

the key members of Congress.

‘ OSMER: But you were with President Kennedy and his
liaison with the CIA and you reportedly were not aware of the:

.~ Bay of Pigs Operation. How could that happen?

SORENSEN: That's correct., But I was not -+ the
President was aware of it. It's simply in my responsbilities
at that time I was not in a National Securlty position, that
occurred afterwards.

OSMER: But considering that information and other
information that's come out under other administrations that
hasn't been followed, what happens when intelligence information
is passed on and a President chooses to ignore it?
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SORENSEN: The people of the United States elected
the President because they have confidence in his wisdom and
judgment. The best that the intelligence agency can do is
to provide the facts and estimates as we see it and it's wup
to the President do decide what policy to apply and what
decisions to make.

HARTMAN: Most people say the CIA has gottenm out of
hand, that it would be impossible to really bring 1t back into
control. Do you really think you have a shot at accomplishing
that so that the CIA can also continue to perform its function
and its mission?

SORENSEN: Oiwcourse I_thlnk I counld or I wouldn't
be taking on this JOb 1 thlnk most of those_abuses have
already have been cleaned cup. I think nearly everyone, if not
everyone now at. the CLA is-a-dedicated .career servant. who wants
to serve the foreign policy interests of the United States.
I think the lack of control is largely. and. maybe hopefully
entlrely a thing of the past. ~So I-think-welre-going-to do_our

;Job

OSMER: What about your accountability? Who do you
feel mostly accountable to?

SORENSEN: I am accountable to the President and to
the National Securlty Council and I am also accounLable to the

d1ct10n,
" OSMER: But primarily to the President?

SORENSEN: He's the man who appointed me and I've got
~to do my job for him. . : .

HARTMAN Ted Sorensen, thank you very much. Naturally
best wishes on your new job. ' o

SORENSEN: Thank you. o S
‘HARTMAN: Thanks, Margaret.

xhw
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) : TO BE THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

S 3 - - =
4 Monday, January 17, 1977
5 - - =
P United States Senate,
7 Select Committee on Intelligence,
8 : Washington, D. C.
9 The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:05 o'clock

10 | @-m., in Room 318, Russell Senate Office Building, the

1 Honorable Daniel K. Inouye'(Chairman of the Committee)

12 presiding.

- 13 Present: Senators;Inouye (presiding), Bayh, Hathaway,
Q;;; 14 Huddleston, Biden, Morgan, Harf, Garn, Case, Thurmond, Hatfield
s 'Goldwater, Mathias, Stafford and Baker (ex officio).

16 Also present: Senators Leahy and Metzenbaum.

17 Also present: William G. Miller, Staff Director;

18 Michael Madigan, Minority Counsel; Howard Liebengood, Minority

19 Staff Director; Audrey Hatry, Clerk of the Committee; Tom

20 Moore, Ted Raléton, Anne Karélekas, Martha Tally, Charles

2 Kirbow, Sam Bouchard, Jean Evans, Martin Gold; Stan Taylor,

2 Elliot Maxwell, Mark Gitenstein, Michael Epstein, Walter
,C;' 23 Ricks, Tom Connaughton and Edward P. Levine, Professional

2 Staff Members.

25 T
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 Agency, elements in the Department of Defense as well as the
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The Chairman. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
begins hearings today on the nomination of Mr. Theodore C.
Sorensen to be Director of Central Intelligence.

The post of’Director of Centrai Intelligence is one of
the most important in the United States Government.’ Ihtelligemce'
is our first line of defense and a major means of preserving
tﬁe peace. The United States has created an intelligence
system which consists of a number of major agencies employéing
tens of thousands of highly skilled and dedicated men and womer.
The position of\?irector'of Central Iﬁtelligenée requires the
ability to manage, set priorities, allocate resources, and direct

the activities of highly complex organizations in the

national intelligence community, such as the National Security

CIA, the Défense‘Intélligence Agency, the counterintelligence
activities:of the FBI, and the intelligence functions of the
Department of State.

The Director of Central Intelligence has the duty to
provide to thenPresident and to the national leadership, both
in the Executive and Legislative branches,‘the best information
and analysis of that information available to the United
States Government. The difficult task of serving both the
President and the Congress is one that requires wisdom and tact

and the trust of both branches of government. The analytic
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required, are qualities indispensable to the task of the
Director of Central Intelligence.

In addition to the firm managerial talent and the
highest aegreg bf informed knowledge and analytic ability,
there must be confidence on the part of our citizens, our
departments and agencies, our Congress, and our allies that
the Director of Central Intelligence is a man of intellectual
integrity, proven accomplishment and discretion, worthy and
suited to the task of guiding the secret activities of the
United States Government and protectihg the valid secrets of
the United States Government.

There has been great controversy in the past decade about
the proper role of sééret activities carried out by the United
States Govérnment which has shaken\the structure of our
intelligence system. This concern was aroused by the Vietnam
war, sharpened by the revelations of Watefgate, and heightened
by the investigations of intelligence agency abuses of the past
years. We are now rebuilding, under the Constitution and the
law, an effective intelligence system designed to protect and
enhance the libefties of all Americans. The creation of the

Select Committee is one step in that rebuilding process. The

appointment of a new Director of Central Intelligence sensitive

both to the need for the best possible intelligence and to the

need to protect the rights of our citizens, is another importan
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We seek the best possible Director for our national
intelligence system. We have a deep awareness of the critical
importance of this appointment and of the qualities that are

required. It,is'in this spirit that the hearings upon the

nomination of Mr. Sorensen are being held.

The Chair recognizes the Vice Chairman of the Committee.

Senator Garn. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I want to welcome Mr. Sorensen to these hearings. I want

him and all present to know that this Committee and the
Senate consider this hearing to be of the utmost importance.

The Director of Central Intelligence is the President's chief

advisor on intelligence matters, and supervises vast, expensive

intelligence system whose work is of critical importance to

the security of this nation.

We have on this Committee Senators who have widely varying

views about the intelligence community. We have a diversity
of opinion as to what legislative actions we should take, but
we are united on at least one key point, thé\éecurity of this
nation is afféCted.by the quality of the information the
intelligence community provides.

We do not live in a trouble-free world. We need an
intelligence system which will protect the interests of this
country throughout the world, and as the Director of Central

Intelligence, we need a man who has the total confidence not
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only of the people of this country, but of the countries

throughout the world with which the United States must deal.

It is with the serious recognition of this great reéponsi-
bility that we as a Committee begin these hearings on the
President-elect's nomination of the Director of Central
Intelligence. I think I can speak for every member'of.this
Committee when I say that we have begun and will continue to
cérry out these responsibilities‘carefully and thoroughly.

In additiop, I want to add that I am impressed with the
way all fifteen members of this Committee have undertaken this
task without the slightest hint of paftisanship. I strongly
believe that pure partisan interests should not have any role
to play in our oversight of the intelligence community.

In that regard, I want to state that I fully recognize
President-elect Carter's right to designate his own choice
for Directdf of Central Intelligence and to hope that his
choice will be confirmed by the Senate.

This Committee has approached today's hearings with that
right of the President-elect in mind. We will support the
nomination if it is possible to do so when these hearings are
concluded. The purpose of these hearings is to assess Mr.
Sorensen's gqualifications to occupy this important position.
We are not here to decide how liberal/or consérvative he is.
We are not here to decide whether we approve or disapprove

of Mr. Sorensen's past friendships or associations, nor, in

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2




10

-1

12

13

14

- 15

16

7

18
19
20
21

22

24

25

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2
fact, are we even here to decide whether or not Mr. Sorensen s

education, experience have prepared him fully for this job.
If the truth were known, probably no'Director of Central-
Intelligence, after once taking office, has ever felt fully
prepared to assume these large responsibilities.

We are here to determine whether or not Mr. Sorensen in ou
view possesses those values and attitudes and views which will
pfompt him to act. wisely and objéctiVely, which will cause
those thousands of Americans in the intelligence community to
accept and respect his leadership, which will elicit the
trust of Congress and the confidence 6f the President and the
respect of all Americans.

It is only fair to say that in preparing for this hearing,
doing the research, this Committee has come across information
whiéh has raised more questions than it has answered. Some
of this-inférmation is very disturbing, if not degualifying.

I have beeh especially concerned about some of the guestions
that have been raised, and I have expressed those concerns to
Mr. Sorensen personally, and to representatives of Mr. Carter.

The major'purpose of this hearing today is to give Mr.
Sorensen the oppértunity to respond to theée questions for éll
of us to hear. His answers will have a direct bearing on how
I and others will vote on this nomination. Perhaps much of
this information would not be so disturbing if we were considen

ing Mr. Sorensen for a position other than the Director of

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2




10

.1

12

13

14

15

16
7
18
19
20
21
22

23

24

25

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 '
Central Intelligence. The Director of Central Intelligence

must be the keeper of the nation's most sensitive secrets. He
must deal at arm's length with the héads of intelligence servic
throughout the World and he must command the complete and total
confidence and trust of those with whom he will work.

And so it is with great concern that I apprbach these

hearings. I am confident that we will conduct them on a high
level, one that is fair and yet ﬁery prcbing. All members of
the Committee appreciate the responsibility that we have.
When these hearings are concluded, I hope the American people}
President-elect Carter and Mr. Sorensen will be able to say tha
this Committee has discharged their responsibility evenhandedlyj
carefully and fairlyf

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman. Thank you very much.

The Chéir has been advised that Senators Hathaway,
Huddleston and Mathias would like to make opening remarks, and
Senator Bayh.

The Chair recognizes Senator Bayh.

Senator Bayh. Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to hear.the
Witness, and so my remarks will be very short.

I have known the witness over a long period of time. I

want to say it up front, and I am proud of the kind of contri-

bution he has made to our country under very difficult circum~

stances. There can be no question of the contribution he has

cS

t

~-
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2 He is now being proposed by President Carter for a

3 different role at a different time. All of us are painfﬁlly
@?a 4 aware of the activities that have been disclosed about the
A 5 || Agency that is hé now being called ﬁpon to heédv that have
¢ | had a significant role in the slow erosion of confidence on the
7 part of the people of this country.
8 | As the Sﬁbcommittee Chairman being asked by our distinguished
9 Chairman tA\chair the Subcommittee that has the responsibility
10 | of loocking into the area of the Rights of Americans, I feel
m that our Subcommittee will be particﬁlarly concerned about
12 Mr. Sorensen's.answers to s§me of the gquestions tha£ will be
13 raised. We will be particularly anxious to hear his -- how

&37' 14 shall I say it -- in light of his experience, how we as a

15 Congressional body can work with an intelligence gathering

16 body to preﬁent the kind of abuses which have occurred in the

17 | past. |

18 Having said that, Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to yield and
19 || get on with the Witnesses.

20 The.Chaifman. Senator Hathaway?

21 | Seﬁator Hafhaway. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have just

22 | @ few remarks I would like to make before listening to the

Cﬁf 97 || Witness testify.

24 Mr. Sorensen , I know you appreciate that the guestions
égﬁf 25 that will be asked with respect to the classification of
=
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documents are going to pose a terribly troublesome issue’for
all of us here today, troublesome in my judgment because I havg
admired your record in government, because you represent so
many thousands of Americans, the vision, the idealism, and
the intellectual'excellence which were the hallmarks of some
very special years in American_éovernment and American history|
And I credit President-elect Carter for recognizing that the
restoration of faith in our intelligence community requires thd
very qualities if our nation is to maintain the respect and
confidence of people throughout the world.

It also seems clear te me, however” that in order for our
intelligence agencies to best perform their very grave,
solemn and often dangerous tasks, we have a special responsi-
bility to ensure that the top leadership enjoys the total
respect)\#rust and confidence of the hundreds of dedicated
men and wemen who are the unsung heroes of this work, the

people to whom our government has entrusted one of its most

important and significant missions, that of ensuring the safety

and the security of our nation.

I don't know how these people will view the events which
we will discuss here today, your candid adﬁission in the past
that the rules and methods designed to protect cur country's
most important secrets may not really be so inviolable after
all. I do know that from my recent travels for this Committee

that there is no greater concern to the intelligence agents of
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our nation that we here at home be cognizant of the riskwthat
they undertake in our behalf, and that they will never take
any steps which would ever expose them to any greater danger
than they alfeady knowingly and willingly face. And I am
concerned about exactly what it is that has happened over the
years that has brought about this state of affairs: is it only
a new post-Watergate morality and someone has changed all the
rﬁles, and is that the plane of dialogue upon which this

issue should be discusséd here today, or does the question
really involve what you will suggest, Mr. Sorensen, a day

in and day outvbreach of our nation's system for securing its
secrets? And if this is so, is it not the role and indeed the
responsibility of this Committee to look long and hard at the
facts and circumstances which have brought about this state

of affairs.

So if‘ﬁe are a nation of laws and not of men, and under
our form of government and in order for our system to work
effectively, individuals may not take it upon themselves to
separately determine which laws should be obeyed and which
ones may be ignored. I think that the\?ask of changing bad
law is for the Congress, and to this end, I have and I know
many other members have also introduced bills in recent years
to change our classification procedure, realizing that it is
archaic, that it is out of date, that it needs to be

modernized.,
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Nevertheless, at the time that you were 1nvolved w1th
classified materials, the law was archaic, to be sure, but the
guestion in my mind is -- and I anxiously await your answer

to this broad gquestion =-- is whether or not any individual

without following the regular procedure, and if such a person

should do something like that, is that person the kind of

person that we want to have as head of our national intelligeng

community?

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman. Senator Mathias?

Senator Mathias. Mr. Chairman, so we can get on with
the hearing, I would like to submit my statement for the
record and say just &ery briefly that I think it is clear that
our present system for conducting secret activities, indeed,
for limitiné secrecy itself, is faulty. The affidavit
submitted by Mr. Sorensen in the Ellsberg case is a very
important document, I think, that illustrates the problem that
faces the country.

There haévbeen overclassification of infoimation, and
without gquestion, the rationale of nationai security has been
used to conceal unwise and improper actions by high officials.
At the same time, every recent administration has eitherx
withheld or disclosed information using standards which at

best would be called arbitrary, and I think we have to face
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the plain fact that our classification system is so faulty| that

information the public should know has been withheld, that
injustices can take place, and that some improper disclosures
have resulted in harm to the country.

And Mr. Sorénsen in his affidavit submitted in the
Ellsberg case has described a pattern of behavior which has
been too common in government. Other officials have given
sfatements that confirm Mr. Sorensen's percéption §f the
practi;e. But I think everyone should agree that strict
standards requiring the maintenance of secrets cannot apply
to some who serve in the United States Government and not to
others, and yeﬁ this is the situation that we are now in.

And a rigorous examination and reform of the classifica-
tion system I think ié an absolute necessity. The nomination
ofer. Sorensen presents the opportunity to face these issues
that must be faced in the fullness of their complexity, and I
would add with some compassion for and awareness of the
human mistakes of the past.

(The prepared statement of Senator Mathias follows:)
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The Chairman. Thank you very much.
It is now my pleasure to present to the Committee a very
distinguished American who has served this nation as a most

effective voice -- I'm sorry. Before proceeding, Senator

' Huddleston?

Senator Huddleston. Mr. Chairman, in the.intéfest of
time and I think the important thing is to hear our witness,
of course, today, the designate 6f the President to be
Director of Central Intelligence, I would just like to joih
the Committee memberg\in weleoming Ted Sorensen to this
hearing, and pqint out that I feel very strongiy that this is
a very important occasion, not only for this Committee, but
for the Congress of the United States. This is the first time
that our Select Committee, which in turn, is the first Committe
ever to have jurisdiction over all of the national intelligencs
activities éf the United States, the first time we have had an
opportunity to review the background and the qualifications of
an official whose jurisdiction mirrors our own. The Congress,
I think, and the public have a right to see this as a test not
only of Mr. Sorepéen, but of Congressional oversight of the
intelligence community.

As members have already indicated, there are areas in
which we have a particular Concern, and of which I think
rightly this Committee and the Congress has a particular

concern in developing the qualifications of a person who is to
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assume this very importnat post, with all of the responsi-
bilities that it entails to the security of this nation.
Mr. Chairman, I would submit my statement for the

record at this time, and permit the Chairman to go ahead with

 the presentation of the Witness.

‘The Chairman. Without objection, the statement will be

made part of the record.

(The prepared statement of Senator Huddleston follows:)
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The Chairman. Senator Biden?

Senator Biden. Mr. Chairman, I have a brief opening
statement which could be either now or at the beginning of the
questioning, whichever would be appropriate in the Chairman's
mind. | |

‘'The Chairman. What is your wish,\sir?

Senator Biden. It doesn't matter,.whatever the Chair
Q&uld like. N R

The Chairman. Would you like to give it now?

Senator Biden. Okay.

Mr. Chairman, these hearings on fhe nomination of Mr.
Theodore Sorensen to be Director of the Central Intelligence
Agency are the first, in my opinion, the first great test
this Committee and the Cdngress will have to test its will
to conduct an objective and thorough oversight on hearings with
regard to the intélligence community.

The days which I have spent preparing for these hearings
have been for me, and I am sure for many members of the Committ
as well, a most sobering experience. I consider Ted Sorensen
to be a friend of mine. He is a nominee of th? President-elect
a man of my party, whom I enthusiasticallyvsupported for that
job. However, these facts cannot and will not affect my
participation in these hearings in the process of considering
the nomination.

I view the Office of Director of Central Intelligence, of
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the Director of the Central Intelligence Agency as the most

sensitive position in the government. It demands a person of
excellent managerial skill, a person of intelligence, a person
of great discretion, but above all, a person who understands
his responsibilities, the limitations of his authority under
our laws and Constitution, a person who believes fervently in
the rule of law.

I know Mr. Sorensen and I know‘that he.has many if not al
of these qualities.

The hearings thus far have concentrated upon one document
which in many respects focﬁses upon éeveral of these issues.
I am referriné/to the so-called Ellsberg Affidavit. This
affidavit in my opinion raises two\fundamental questions with
respect to Mr. Sorensen's qualifications: can he effectively
baiance the equally important competing interests of secrecy
and the right of the people to know what their government is
doing? Sécond, does he respect and undefstand the rule under
which he will serve?

These are two questions I would ask any candidate for
the DCI, and ﬁhese are two questions I will ask Mr. Sorensen,
regardless of -?_and would have asked regdrdless of the
so-called Ellsberg Affidavit.

In the case of the affidavit, both issues are intimately |
interrelated. The affidavit and Mr. Sorensen's testimony

today create a very explicit record on his position on the
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relative importance of secrecy and the public right to know.

On this question we are not far apart. Mr. Sorensen
says in‘essence that there is a need for secrecy, and that
overclassification is dangerous and counterproductive. As
Justice Stewart in the Pentagon Papers case said, when
everything is secret, nothing is secret, and I am not disturbe
by that position taken by Mr. Sorensen.

| However; the question of how we formalize our process
of classifying and declassifying the information, and then
the.geheral question of what laws or regulations were or
were not violated by Mr. Sorensen doés disturb me. In the
past two years, reports of intelligence community abuses,
critics of the intelligence agency, of which I am surely
probaby perceived aé one, have made much of the evidence of
lawlessness that has’taken place within that agency.

We criticized Presidents for claims of inherent authority
to act outéide the law governing ordinary citizens. We
criticized professionals in the|intelligence agencies who
have candidly admitted that they gave little if any
cohsideration-to the lawfulness or constitutionality of their
actions. |

I believe that a very strong case can be made that Mr.
Sorensen did not violate any statutes in the actions he took.
I believe ﬁhe argument with respect to the various executive

orders on classification may be closer, but quite honestly, I
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am not sure whether or not Mr. Sorensen could be indicted or

convicted under the Espionage statutes, or fired from his
White House job if that were the issue.

The real issue is whether Mr. Sorgnsen intentionally took
advantage of ambiguities in the law, or carelessly ignored the
law.  If he did so, can he now bring the activities of the
intelligence community within the strict limits of the law?

| We expec£ that in the future intelligence agencies, and
we will hold the Director accountable in that way. If that is
to be the case, then we must hold the Director, DCI, accountabl]
as well.

If in the end I decide that Mr. Sorensen was either
careless in his role as Special Counsel to the President with
respect to the laws and executive orders in question, or if I
thiﬁk that he intentionally evaded the law, I will vote against
his confirmétion. I must say that I will do so even though I
believe that the current laws and executive orders are
ambiguous and indeed opaque.

I will and I hope that the Congress generally will hold
the next DCI t§ a_very high standard. That is a standard that
we as critics of the intelligence community held other DCI's
and Directors of the FBI for past illegalities. We cannot
use a different standard for Mr. Sorensen.

In conclusion, let me say that| regardless of what happens

to Mr. Sorensen, I believe that the ultimate responsibility

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

e




.

P
o

10
.
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
2
23
24

25

19
Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 ,
for the state of affairs in this is the Congress. The fact

that neither the Committee nor Mr. Sorensen can say with
certainty whether the activity he described is illegal is
our responsibility. <Congress is ultimateiy responsible for
the fact that the Espionage statuteé are so vague that they
permit informal leaking, that they are so outdated, as the
Church Committee pointed out, that they permit focus on
médern eépionége not contemplated when the current law was
drafted in 1917, that they are so vague that they permit
gross overclassification of information, thereby undermining
the people's right to know ébout govefnment activity.

The espionage statute is a threat to national security
and to civil liberties. If we rake Mr. Sorensen over the
coals on this question, and we will, and if we reject Mr.
Sorensen's nomination, as we might, and if at the same time
we do not réwrite our espionage and secrecy laws, we will be
a bit hypoéritical.

And lastly, Mr. Chairman, I think the question of the
confidence that Mr. Sorensen would be able to generate from
the members of'the intelligence community, both our 6wn and
those with whom Qe deal, is a question that.will be considered
by me and I hope will be considered by the remainder of the
Committee.
| Thank you very much.

The Chairman. Thank you very much.
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I am pleased to recognize the distinguished Mlnorlty

Leader of the United States Senate, Mr. Baker.

Senator Baker. Mr. Chairman, I thank you very much.

It is’a special privilege for me to have the opportunity
to appear today ﬁith this Committee'and to sit\here as I do
in the most junior seat on the Committee that I helpéd to
create.

After my'eleétion as Republican leader of the United
States Senate, as Minority Leader, it was brought quickly to
my attention that one of the provisions we wrote into the
statute that was adopted was that the'Majority and Minority
Leader would béth‘be ex officio members of this Committee but
not voting members, which seemed iike a better idea at.the
time we drafted the étatute than it does now.

(General laughter.)

Senator Baker. But notwithstanding, Mr. Chairman, as
yoﬁ know because of our relationship in tﬁe past, I have a

deep and continuing interest in the general field of intelli-

 gence activities for the government of the United States. And

I hope it is not superfluous for me to say that I have a

| genuine concern for the efficiency and the integrity of the

intelligence apparatus of this government. And that I say,
notwithstanding that on occasion I have been at least among
the most severe critics of the CIA and the intelligence

community, going back to the time of another hearing in this
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room, the late, lamented Watergate hearings, when I filed a
separate report which came to be known as the Baker Report,
ekamining whether or not the CIA might have been involved in
the Watergate affair. Incidentally, I concluded while I was a
member of the Church Committee, and so stated in my separate
views, that I found no evidence that the CIA as an institution
was involved in Watergate. I felt, having first raised that
quesfion, that I owed an obligatibn to put that period ét the
end of the sentence, so I did that. | |

But I supported withvgreat\fptimism and effort the
creation of the Church Committee, which I became a member of,
to examine further into the charges and allegations of mis-
conduét of the CIA andvthe intelligence community, particularly
:elating to the charges of assassination plots, many of them
during the Kennedy Administration when Mr. Sorensen served
in the White.House, and many of them against Premier Castro of
Cuba.

I tried as hard as I could to participate fully in those
proceedings, and to contribute tolthe deliberations of that
Committee. And'then to become a member of this Committee after
its creation as the first intelligence oversight function of the
Senate was to me a signal opportunity and a great responsibility

And so it is with_great reluctance that I now assume the
role of an ex officio member of this Committee and a non-voting

member.
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But being a non-voting member, maybe it also creates

certain other opportunities that I would not have had in a
more judicious, hopefully in a more judicious role as a Qoting
member of ﬁhe Committee sitting in judgment on this nomination.
Maybe I can be a little more straightforward and frank than I
would be if I were going to vote on it in this Committee. Mayh
I would not say that I think this is a bad nomination, but I
dé think that; not necessarily because I think Mr. Sorensen
is unqualified. I think he is a very qualified American, and
loyal and dedicated citizen, but because I think in view of thg
extraordinary @ifficulty that the intélligence community has
been through in the last few years, the beating and the

battering that it has taken, partly at my behest, to investi-

difficulty of the recent past with the intelligence community

I think that a good nominee for Director of Central Intelli-

criticism, and would immediately and instantly engender the
confidence of the intelligence community of this country, of
other countrieé, and of this government and the Congress of
the United States.

And it is with reluctance, but candor, I trust, that I

say I don't think this nomination is -- fits that prescription{

And Mr. Chairman, i1f I were a member of the Committee

with a vote, I would say and do precisely what the members on
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both sides of the aisle have done here today, and that is hear

and judge the proof rather than express the opinion that I have
just expressed as an ex officio and non-voting member of the
Committee.

And I reserve the right to chaﬁge my mind. And I will
study these hearing records, I will listen carefﬁlly, and I
will reserve the right to change my mind.

| But my‘gfeat concern, Mr. Chairman, is that in the recent
past there has been so much conﬁroversyr there has been so
much suspicion,>so much uncertainty, so many answered and
unanswered questions about the functibn and the propriety
of the intelligence apparatus in this country, so much debate
about the future of intelligence, the necessity or absence of
a necessity for covett action, the propriety of classification,
the question of Presidential knowledge or plausible deniability
of the invoivement of Presidents or the absence of involvement
of Presidehts in assassination plots, not one or two, but
50 or 60 perhaps, in|administrations going back to the '50s.
There has been so much controversy that I had very much hoped
that the Presiaent—elect would send us a nominee who was
beyond controversy and above suspicion.

And I reserve the right to change my mind, but Mr.
Chairman, I felt that I ought to say that I am concerned for
this nominaﬁion and I will look with great interest at these

hearings.
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The Chairman. . Are there any further remarks?

Senator Morgan. I reserve any further remarks to a
further time.

The Chairman.. Thank you.

It is my pleasure now to welcome to the Committee a
very distinguished American, who has served with great
distinction as our voice and as our Representative in the
United'Natioﬁs. He now serves us, and serves the people of
New York, as its voice. I am certain he will be a fine
representative of the people.of New York.

Senator Meynihan has ésked the Cémmittee to be given the
opportunity and the privilege to present to us the nominee,
Mr. Theodore Sorensen.

Mr. Sorensen, I think you are most fortunate to have
Mr. Moynihan presenting you, sir.

It is‘ﬁow my pleasure to recognize the junior Senator
from the state of New York, Mr. Moynihan.

Senator Moynihan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and may I
say I am more than sensible of the honor to‘appear before this
Committee and to you, sir and to the members of the Committee.

I now have the honor to introduce to the Committee Mr.
Theodore C. Sorensen of New York who is the designee of the
President-elect for the post of Director of Central Intelli-
gence.

I introduce him, of course, only in the formal sense of

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2




10

.

12

13

14

- 15

16

17

18

19

20

21
22

23

24

23

2 25

Approved For Release 2005/11 : CIA-RDP90-01089R00010Q090002-2 -
prggentatgon. fhere wfﬁﬁ not[%ave een a sgng € nmember of

this Committee who,\fpon learning of the President-elect's
intended nomination did not instantly recognize the name and
immediately associate the man with a still shining moment in
American historY; the Presidency of John F. Kennedy.

For my part, I will always remember him standing in the
hallway of the West Wing of the White House on that afternoon
of November 22, 1963 when silently, somehow, the knowledge
passed among us that the President was dead. And with that,
for me, and I expect for many there, the further realization
came that of all who would be strickeh, none apart from
the President'é own family would feel the hurt more deeply
or bear the pain:' longer than Ted Sorensen.

When, minutes laﬁer, Hubert Humphrey arrived to be with
us,vwe young men of the Kennedy moment in what was in so
many ways our last time together, he embraced Ralph Duncan
and exclaimed in anguish: "What have they done to us?" And
again, one thought of Ted Sorensen.

Well, they did not break us, no more than they did
Hubert Humphréy. Eut just as surely, much ended that day, not
least the sensevof ordained security of inéte invincibility
which permeated the consciousness of even those among us most
sensible of the dangers which America and American ideals
faced in an‘increasingly hostile world. Somehow, we had

thought it would all come out right in the end. We really
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had thought that, notwithstanding what we said or how we acted.

Well, it didn't, of course. Not for us. And the lesson
of danger, of concealed threat, of ambush, of tragedy, mark
us, even now, I dare to say, as a kind of generation.

None learnéd'this lesson more\ profoundly than Theodore
C. Sorensen. It was surely this fact, combined with his
formidable and undiminished powers of analysis and exposition,
these qualitiés in him which prompted Gévernor Cafter to
offer him the post of Director of Central Intelligence, just
as we may'also feel certain it was Mr. Sorensen's sense of the
present and prospective dangers faced'by the American republic
which prompted his agreement to return to the public service,
a return which President Johnson in a parting letter thirteen
years ago predicted would one day come, for government would
necessarily turn once more to this extraordinary man before
too many years had passed.

Unhappily in the interval since that time, the atmosphere
of public service in the nation's capital has not improved.
I have been pained to hear questions raised concerning Mr.
Sorensen's quaiifications owing to personal convictions which
he has, or had, éoncerning the taking of human life.

Surely, we are not about to impose religious qualifica-
tions for public service at this late date, when persons of

conviction have become so few as to make the issue

increasingly moot.
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I would then respectfully urge the committee to direct
its concerns, as I know it will, Mr. Chairman, to the issues
of competence and of integrity, of vigilance and of loyalty,
which are ef large and proper concern tc you all. Here, it
seems to me the thing speaks for itself. In the formulation
of the common law, res ipsa loquitur.

Intelligence will breed intelligence. Theodore Sorensen
will carry on in the tradition, too brief but already produc-
tive stewardship of George Bush. The Agency and the Presidency
and the Nation will be well-served.

I feel certain that the members ef this)Committee will
share with me the conviction that in making this appointment,
the President must also be concerned that the interests and
sensibilities of the intelligence community -- of the men and
women who make up this community will also be taken into
consideratien;

I have had the honor, Mr. Chairman, to serve in the
subcabinet or cabinet of four presidents. In the couree of
that service, I have come to hold the men and women of the
Central Intelligence Agency in particular in the highest
possible regard. As professional analysts, as government
servants and if you will not mind the term, as patriots, they
have no equal as a corps.

Theodore Sorensen is a man who will understand them and

who will know that they have not =-- and in whom they will see -
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not merely a channel for their work into the innermost

policy circles of the American government, but an advocate of
their work as well. |

Mr. Chairman, on Friday last, fourteen members of the
New York State delegation in the House of Representatives
sent to Governor Carter a letter commending him for‘the
nomination of Mr. Sorensen to this post. With your kind
pérmission, I‘would ask that this letter be made part of
the record of this hearing.

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the privilege of intro-
ducing my friegd, Theodore Sorensen. |

(The letter referred to follows:)
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The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator Moynihan.
Mr. Sorensen, will you please rise and raise your hand?
Do you, Theodore Sorensen, swear that the testimony you
are about to give is the truth, the whole truth and nothing
but the truth? N
Mr. Sorensen. I do.

The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, welcome to the Committee,

sir.
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TESTIMONY OF THEODORE C. SORENSEN '

Mr. Sorensen. Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, I
am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views
on President-~elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the
post of Directorrof Central Intelligencg and to answer the
scurrilous and unfounded personal attacks which have been
circulated against me, largely on an anonymous basis.

I did not seek or lightly acéept this aﬁsignment, and
some of my friends have suggested that anyone agreeing to take
the job lacks either the sanity or the judgment necessary to -
fulfill it. I recognize that the successes of the Intelligence
Community are largely unspoken while its errors are roundly
assailed; that it is often accused of deeds that it never
committed or that it undertook at the request of higher
authority; and that the Agency and its employees are rarely
able to defend themselves publicly against these attacks.

In recent days, I ha?e had the same experience.

But I do not intend to be intimidated by those who wish
to strike at me or my policies or throuch me at Governor
Carter, by peréonal attacks on my integrity and probity,‘
grossly distortiﬁg the facts and malicious:twisting ﬁy words.

I prize both my country and my honor too greatly to desert

this post under that kind of cloud, and despite the prejudgment

already voiced by some members of the Committee before I have

been heard, I am here to appeal to the sense of fairness of
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of the members of this Committee.
I recognize that some of you have legitimate questions

concerning my qualifications, but|before dealing with those

questions I must, as a matter of personal privilege, respond

to the personal attacks upon my character which my nomination

has suddenly stirred.

First, it has been said that I leaked or otherwise
conveyed classified information for politiéal or personal
pﬁrposes, or took it upon myself to declassify documents, 6r
ignbre or evaae the law. That charge is totally false.

In the White House, I drew upon classified materials in
backgrounding the press only when I was specifically directed
to do so by the President, who clearly had such authority;
and-I took documents home for review only in those rare
iﬁstances when I would otherwise have spent twenty-four hours
a day in thét office.

Judging froh some opening comments of some members of
this Committee, they have never leaked secret information to
the press, and I commend them for that unique standing, but
5peaking for myself, I have never compromised the national
security of this country or approved of anyone else doing so.
My affidavits in the lawsuits brought against the New York
Times and Daniel Ellsbefg fegarding publication of the
Pentagon Papers accurately described the practices then

prevalent in Washington, not as I thought they should have
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been, but as they were.

Senator Case. HMr. Chairman, are those affidavits in

~the record?

The Chairman. Yes, sir.

Senator Case. I wonder if it should be done now, so
there would be no question; in Mr. Sorensen's testimbny he has
refe;red to them, That is why I raise the matter. .

The Chairman. Can you wait-until he is finished?

Senator Case. We can, but he has referred to papers
that are not in the record. That is the reason I}thought -
he may want to put them in himself.

Mr. Sorensen. I would be very glad to do that, Mr.
Chairman. I would ask that the affidavits filed in the case
against the New York Times be submitted as well as the
affidavits submitted in the case against Daniel Ellsberg.

For some stfange reéson, all of the anonymous attacks have
referred only to the Ellsberg affidavits, not to the New York
Times affidavits.

Senator Case. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairﬁan. Mr. Sorensen, I will, ip compliance with
the requests made, I will show yvou an affidavit in the case
of United States of America versus Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr.
and Daniel Ellsbergq, Defendénts, State of New York, County of
New York, and dated the 30th day of June, 1972.

Mr. Sorensen, this is a typed copy of the original, and
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I will show this to vou, sir. | |

I also have another affidavit in the case of The United
States of America versus the New York Times Company. This is
dated June 17, 1971. I show you this also.

| The affidavits in the case of the United States of
America versus Russo and Ellsberg, is that an affidévi£ which
was submitted‘by you, sir?

Mr. Sorensen. I assume it is a copy of the original,
yes, sir.

The Chairman. In the case of United States versus the
New York Times, is that also an affidavit that was submitted
by you in this case?

Mr. Sorensen. I am assuming it is a copy of the ofiginal,
yes, sir.

The Chairman. Without objection, the Ellsberg affidavit
will be placed on the record as Exhibit A and the New York
Times affidavit as Exhibit B.

(The documents referred
to were marked as
Sorensen Exhibits A and

B.)
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The Chairman. Please proceed, sir. '

Mr.\Sorensen. I will repeat my last sentence. My
affidavits in the lawsuit brought against the New York Times
and Daniel Ellsberg regarding publication of the Pentagon
Papers accurateiy describe the practices then prevalent in
Washington, not as I thoﬁght they should have been,-but as
they were.

| Almost identical affidavits were submitted by a former
Assistant Secretary of State, a former State Department ﬁegal
Advisor, and a former Ambassador. Duriné my White House
service, I received the highest security clearances from the
CIA; and I received them again in the last few weeks. |

Indeed, I have something of a reputation for guarding
secrets, whether they be something of my government, my
clients, or my friends. No one has ever charged me with
conveying classified information to others, or mislaying
classified materials.

Second, it has been said that I improperly took
classified documents with me from the White House when I left
government serﬁice, improperly used them in writing my book
on President Kennedy, and improperly obtaiﬁed a tax deduction
for donating them to the John F. Kennedy Library. Those
charges are totally false.

Upon the announcement in early 1964 that I was leaving

the White House, I was visited by the Assistant Archivist of
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the United States, an official of the General Services
Administration. He informed me that' the papers in my files
that I had created and accumulated dﬁring the period of ﬁy
service in the White House were regarded by both law and
historical precedent as my personal property; and further,
that I was entitled to make any use of those papers‘thét I
dgemed appropriate,\whether selling them as some former White
House aides had doné, writing bodks based on them as other
former aides had done, or donating them to an appropriate
educational institution --.with a tax deduction bn the wvalue
of the gift -- as still others had done.

This was the law conveyed to me by the Archivest of the
United States.

Upon my signing, on February 14, 1964, a Letter of Intent
to donate my papers to the Kennedy Library, the Archivist's
Office sortéd and packed my files, presumably leaving behind
anything that was not mine, and transferred them to a GSA
depository in the Boston area.

The GSA then sent to my‘home in Massachusetts certain
of those papers that I had selected as necessary background
materials for my book. The GSA collected them from me upon
completion of my manuscript, and the entire lot of my
papers was then transmitted to the John F. Kennedy Library,
to which I donated them.

Naturally there were classified papers among them,
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although no communications intelligence reports, just as
there were classified documents among the papers taken upon
their departure from the White House by the principal aides
of every President at leést since Woodrow Wilson, including
Colonel House, Samuel Rosenman, Hariy Hopkins, Sherman Adams,
McGeorge Bundy, and many, many others.

Like most of those named, I reviewed my papers, including
ciassified papers, in preparing a book on my experiences, just
as éerald Ford at his confirmation hearing acknowledged
drawing upon Top Secret documents in his possession in writing
his book on the Warren Commission. TIn the decades since my
book was published no one has suggested that security was
in any way\breached by anything in my book and it was, in
fact, submitted for clearance in advance to the National
Secﬁrity Advisor to the President, to his former Deputy,
and to the former Deputy Secretary of Defense.

My handling of classified information was, at all times,
in accordance with the then-existing laws, regulations and
practices.

Upon donétinq.my papers to the Kennedy Library -- instead
of selling them-individually for a far larger amount -~ I
received the tax deduction to which I was entitled by law,
just as many former government officials did over the years,
including, in addition to some or all of those already

mentioned, former Ambassador Galbraith, former White House
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aide Arthur Schlesinger, and former Governor and Ambaséador
Adlai Stevenson. |

No doubt arguments can be made égainst the practice
begun by George‘Washington of White House occupants taking
their papers with them -- John Eisenhower has recently stated,
for example, that his father inherited ftom Trumén and left
to Kennedy no papers other than the instructions on nuclear
attack procedureé -- but at the time I took my papers in
1964, that was clearly the accepted view of the law.

No doubt arguments can be made against permitting of tax
deductions on the donation of‘papers 5y former government
officials =-- and such arguments were made when the law was

changed in 1969 -- but that was, nevertheless, the law prior

All of the above actions were taken with the full
knowledge aﬁd approval of the Uﬂited States government and
were publicly described in the well-publicized affidavits
which I filed in the New York Times case and subsequently
in the Ellsberg case.

Those two.cgses involved important First Amendment
issues, including\fhe-public's right to know the tragic history
of the Vietnam War. Whétever improvements might have been
made in the wording of my affidavit, I make no apology for
having responded to the requests of cousnel in both cases to

attest to the inconsistencies and anomalies of government
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1 | classification practices.

™ 2 Third, it has been said that I avoided military service

3 || as a pacifist during World War II and the Korean War. This

SN 4 | charge is totally false. I have never sought to avoid military
- 5 || service, hazardoﬁs or otherwise, in'wartime or any other
6 | time.. I have never advocated for the United States a policy
7 || of pacifism, non-resistance to attack or unilateral disarm-
8 mément. -
9 The facts are that I registered for the draft upon
10 || becoming eighteen years of age in 1946, a year after World
- 11 || War II endéd, and éhortly ﬁhereafter éxpressed the philosophy

12 || of non-violence with which I had been reared by two deeply

13 || idealistic parents by requesting, not an avoidance of military

14 |} duty or hazardous duty, but military service in a non-combatant
15 || capacity (classification 1A0) preferring, by way of illus-

16 | tration, td.serve on the battlefield as a medical corpsman

17 || saving lives instead of taking lives. This status was granted.
18 My action was largely symbolic inasmuch as our country was
19 | not then at war, or expected to go to war. I have never, in

720 || my service on £he Executive Committee on the National Security
21 | Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis orvany other time,

22 | permitted my preference for personal nonviclence to inhibit

Q}f 23 | in any way my advice to the President on the military and
24 || other options available as a matter of national policy.

- 25 I would not have accepted Governo4 Carter's designation
{
%
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to be Director of Central Intelligence were I not prepared

to carry out every lawfl order of the President conceivably
connected with this post.

Fourth, it hasrbeen said that my legal representation
of multinational corporations and foreign governments poses
a conflict of interest in undertaking this assignmeht.‘ This
charge is patently absurd.

Over the years, the highest-national security officials
in our country have frequently represented such clients before
taking office, including Messrs. Dulles, Acheson, Rogers,
McCloy, Stevenson and a host of others - but no one
challenged their right to serve or later claimed that their
actions were prejudiced because of those earlier ties..

My only representations of foreign governments were the
brief occasions on which I represented the Governments of
Iran, Zaire; Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in commercial
disputes or negotiations. In no country did I have any
connection:® with or first-hand knowledge of any activities
of either their intelligence agencies or our own; nor do I
have now any obligations or prejudices‘regarding any
foreign country which would interfere with any official duties.

The fifth and final charge is the suggestion that I
must have been somehow involved in the Kennedy White House
plots to assassinate foreign leaders. That charge is totally

false.
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again today, that I knew nothing of such plots; and no one
who did has‘ever stated or ever could state, nor did your
predecessor committee find or suggest, that I was informed
or involved in any way.

The record is equally clear that I had no aavahcé\\
knowledge or involvement of any kind in the Bay of Pigs or
iﬁ any CIA co?ert operations.

Mr. Chairman, far more than any job or title, I value
my good name. I deeply resent this reckless scattering of
baseléss personal accusations in ordef to suppress a differeﬁt
point of view. I respectfully ask this Committee, whatever
the fate of my nomination, to consider the evidence submitted
today and previously submitted to your staff director, and to
make it clear that these personal charges are wholly false
and withouﬁ-foundation and not the basis for the Committee's
view of my nomination.

With these personal charges out of the way, we can turn
now to the question of my qualifications -- to legitimate
questions, raiéed by those with whom I respectfully disagree,
but who are entitled to raise what they regard as valid
gquestions.

There are basically two such questions.

First is the question of my experience in intelligence.

I was an observer at National Security Council meetings and a
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reader of intelligence reports in the White House, and I
worked closely with the CIA and other national officials
during the Cuban Missile Crisis. I have, since leaving the
White House, written and lectured widely on international
affairs, and engaged in negotiations with dozens if not
hundreds of top foreign officials.

I was requested by the ?ord White House a year ago to
provide‘advice and consultation on its reorganization of
the intelligence effort. My qualifications for this post have
been endorsed by John McCone, Clark Clifford, Averell
Harriman, Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, General James Gavin, and others
who know of my work.

Most importantly, I was chosen by the\President-elect
as someone sufficiently in his personal trust and confidence
to bring him the hanmd, unvarnished unpleasant facts, and to
reject any improper orders whatever their source; as someone
who possessed the integrity necessary to continue the task of
restoring public trust and confidence in the CIA and earning
that trust and.confidence by keeping the Agency accountable
and free of abﬁse, and as someone with a degree of intellect
and independence required to protect the integrity of the
intelligence process from outside pressures and politics.

But I recognize thét there are those, inside and outside

of the intelligence establishment, who disagree with the

Murphy Commission recommendation that an outsider always be
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named to this post; who refuse to recognize the totally

non-partisan leadership provided by George Bush as DCI,
despite earlier concerns about his pértisan background; or
who see no value for this post in a lawyer's sensitivities to
civil liberties and lawful conduct. These people believe
that only someone from inside the military or intelligénce
establishment has the experience necessary fpr this job.
I disagree. |

Second is the question of my views. Although as
previously indicated, I am not a pacifist, I do favor a
foreign policy that prefers, where poésible, the risks of
peace to the risks of war. Although, as previously indicated,
I fully recognize the need for legitimate government secrecy,
which is in fact weakened by overclassification, I do believe
in fhe right of the Congress and public to receive far more
informatioﬁ.than they presently do from all government
agencies, including the CIAT\\

I believe as well in the application of moral and
legal standards to national security decision, including the
limitation of»covert operations to extraordinary circum-
stances involving the vital national interﬁs of our country,
with timely review by the appropriate Congressional Committees
and written authorization by the President and his senior
Cabinet officials.

There are those who disagree with these views and who
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regard them as incompatible with the duties of a Director
of Central Intelligence. Paying little heed, apparently,

to the fact that the Director's real'responsibility is to
provide leadership to the Intelligence Community and
objective intelligence, not policy, to the President and his
policymakers. These critics prefer to view thiS’pOSt és a
part of the national security decision-making apparatus and
pfefér in thaﬁ post understanaably someone with policy
commitments more like their own.

Obviously, I disagree with that view as well.
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ApProv g o B oW e ey, DT FRaR ) khat & substantial
portion of the United States Senate and many members of the
intelligence community are not yet ready to accept as Director
of Central Intelligence an outsider who believes as I believe
on these two 1égitimate questions.. It is equally clear that
to continue fighting for this post, which would be-my>natural
inclination, would only handicap the new administ;ation if I
aﬁ rejected, or handicap my effectiveness as Director if I am
confirmed.

It is therefore with deep regret. that I am asking

Governor Carter to withdraw my designation as Director of

Central Intelligence. My regret stems not from my failure to

~get this post, but from my concern for the future of our

country. I return tolprivate\}ife with a clear conscience.

When my nomination was announced c¢n Christmas eve, my
youngest son said to me, "Now you will have to do some things
you doﬁ't want to do," and I replied, "I'never will." I
have never compromised my conscience, and I am unwilling to
do so now in order to assure my nomination.

I want td'thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the
Committee, for héaring me hout, and for the.courtesies you have
extended to me over the past few weeks. I will be glad to
answer any questions you think necessary, and to answer those
of the press immediately after the conclusion of this hearing.

The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, needless to say, this was nof
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I know that this has been a difficult time for you, and
may I say that it has been a difficult time for the members
of my Committee. But knowing Theodore Sorensen, I am certain
that this painfui episode will not‘in any way dampen his
interest and concern in the well-being of this cbuntry, becauss
I am certain your love for your country will continue.

We are all aware of your great service to this country
since 1951, and I think it would be a great loss to us if you
decided not to continue this tradition of service. I am
certain you will not fail ﬁs.

If it is of any comnsolation to you, sir, this Committee
has received a report from an agency of the intelligence
community, incidentaliy, one of the toughest agencies, one
that is required to clear all nominees, the Federal Bureau of

Investigatibn. The Federal Bureau of Investigation has

and should be considered for any classified position.

I am sorry that I cannot make that report part of the
record becausé it is not a type of report that can be made
part of the recdrd, but I can tell you as Chairman of this
Committee, having seen the report, and I welcome all the
members of my committee to look at it, you have been given a
four-star rating.

Mr. Sorensen, I hope that you will not leave this room
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with bitterness, although there is justification for that.

I hope you will leave this room knowning that we have tried to

do our best as members of the United.States Senate and aé
members Qf‘this Committee.

I thank you for having considered this nomination, and
as Chairman of the.Committee, I await the pleasure‘of-the
President of the United States.

| Senator Garn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would just like to say that I had the opportunity this
week to visit with Mr. Sorensen at quite great length on
two different occasions, and I would iike to say publicly
what I said to Mr. Sorensen on Friday, that I had great
respect for his ability and his intelligence, that at no time
did I feel that he héd deliberately or with any intent taken
classified material that would harm this country. I told him
that persoﬁélly; I say it publicly.

I alsb told him in that particular meeting that in the
research that we had gone into in great detail, that he was

an extremely moral man, finding in personal notes and so on

that he had written when he was in the White House, even turnin

down the offer of a couple of theatre tiékéts because he did
not feel that it was proper in his position to accept a couple
of seven |or eight dollar theatre tickets.

So, Mr; Sorensen, I wanted to say that to you publicly,

not just privately. You know I had some concerns about the
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nomination, not to your honesty or your integrity or you£
ability, but I used the phrase I felt the wrong man for the
wrong position, and that Secretary of HUD, HEW or someplace
else, that you would be an extreme asset to the new President
of the United.States.

-I know this has been a difficult decision fbr"yoﬁ. I
personally have appreciated the opportunity of getting to know
yéu this week, and Iiwish you well in the future.

The Chairman. Senator Biden?

Senator Biden. Mr. Chairman, I think it should also be
pointed out that at least in the preiiminary memorandum done
by my staff and members of the staff, that the questions which
I was going to raise about the espionage law, as to whether or
not they were violated, the conclusion of staff was there
waé no violation, and in fact, there is no evidence that any
1aﬁ has evef been violated by Mr. Sorensen, and I am sorry
that it ié not going to be made part of the record in terms of
being able to flesh out this entire area so that it would aid
us further in formulating a revision of those unclear laws.

But I shéuld say that it is emphatically clear in my
opinion, and I ﬁhink in the tentative opinion of the staff
memorandum, that there was no violation of any law, and I would
also like to point out that, Ted, you are one of the classiest
men I have éver run across in my whole life.

The Chairman. Senator Hart?
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Senator Hart. Mr. Chairman, much is said in these
halls about presumptions attaching to\fominations by the
President of the United States, and it seems to me in light
of what has happened here today, that if we are serious about
honoring those nominations and those recommendations, it would
be well for Committees of the Congress, and particﬁlarly the
Senate which have the obligation of confirmation, to honor
that presumption and at least leﬁ a hearing go forward before
all members or a majority of the members of those Committeés
make up their mind as to how they intend to vote. Otherwise;
it seems to me to make mockery of the hearing and confirmation
process, and I for one am extremely saddened by what has
occurred. I don't believe Mr. Sorensen has received his day
in court, and I am afraid his case was prejudiced at the outsed

| The Chairman. Senator Hatfield.

Senatdi Hatfield. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Sorensen, I think you know that I have been a long
time admirer of yours, and I applaud your statement here today,
not that I had to hear your statement today to be fully
convinced of the.rather exaggerated claims made under the
charges.

But I do feel that your statement today again affirms in
my mind, and should affirm in the total public's mind, the
integrity of your personal character, your marvelous public

record, even before it was necessary to do so publicly.
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I want to applaud you, salute you and say that in no way

has this incident ever diminished my opinion, my high regard
for your person.

The<Chairman.

Senator Morgan?
5 Senator Morgan. Mr. Sorensen, I say to you that you have
6 | made a very excellent presentation this morning and Senator
7 | Moynihan has made one on your behalf. R
8 On the few\occasions on whiéh you and I talked,
9
10

I think
you will recall that I expressed to you my reservations about
N

your appointment to this particular job, but also the esteem

in which I held you and the work that you have done in the
12 | past.
) 13 I must say to you that as I flew to Raleigh last night
'Q:?‘ 14 I with the briefing book, and read in fhat briefing book the
-15 | proposed statement to be made before this Committee by at
16 | least two d?ganizations, if-not more, I was -- I found myself
17 | somewhat in a dilemma, because many of the remarks in those
18
19

statements were so intemperate that I hesitated to even be

associated with any sort of opposition whatsoever.
20

I hope you understand that my reservation about your
21

particular appointment to this job was not for the purpose of
22

suppressing a different point of view, but was reservation
23 | founded on what I believedvto be real reason.
24 The Chairman. Senator Bayh.

-

G 25

Senator Bayh. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sorensen,

I am distressed
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these political, personal references to you were the ultimate
in political poppycock, efforts to désecrate your characﬁer.
I think anybody who had studied the case knew it wasn't a
question of laws being violated, of a man in high public
trust intentionally undertaking to do damage to the country.
And you quite'accurately pointed out, sir, never, in publishing
of your books-and speeches and attidles, never has anyone
laid a charge on you of damaging the security of this country.

The concern that I had, very frankly, were concerns that
came from your own mouth or pen, the dlsclosure, in the affidax
the recognition that one of the major responsibilities that\‘
you had was, as I recall you said this morning, the task
of restoring public trust and confidence.

Now, I was hopeful, frankly, I was confident that in the
hearings as-we heard about past practices, as we had a chance
to read into the record for all the world to know, as some

of us had known, your personal sensitivity to these problems,

that this matter would be laid to rest, and that the problem of

confidence restoring could be proceeded with.

I must say, I think what you have done is a rather gutsy
thing.

The Chairman. Senator Huddleston?

Senator Bayh. Well, could I just -- it was a rather

rit,
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advantage of your presence here -- and now, perhaps, Mr.
Chairman, it is inappropriate =-- not only to move ahead with
the restoring of confidence with yoﬁ as the Director of CIA,
but to take advantage of this rather unique experience you
have had of past classification, past practices, to advise
us as we proceed with our mandate, not only of oveisight, but
of drafting wiretap legislation, mail opening, surreptitious
eﬁtry, the charters that our Subcommittee and this Committee
as a whole has to put together. I would hope, if this is
not the appropriate time, that we could get your assurance to
let us have the benefit, what informétion shoﬁld be kept
secret.

You are in a unique position to tell us that.

Aﬁd one last thought, Mr. Chairman, I have already
said more, I guess, than in the time is appropriate. It is
hard tb seéarate one's personal feelings from one's reséonsi-
bilities, but I have to confess to you that one of the reasons
I was hoping we could put this matter to rest and proceed with
you as Director of the CIA is that I am painfully aware, as
I am sure you aré, and hopefully most of this Committee is,
that some of the people are out to get you, not because of
what you said in that affidavit, but because they don't want
a clean broom at CIA.

And this Committee is going to have a clean broom and a

Director that can bring objectivity into that important post.
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The Chairman. Senator Hathaway?
Senator Hathaway. Just 30 seconds if I may, Mr. Chairman
I don't want to keep Mr. Sorensen here any longer, knowing
how he must feel after having made.the statement he just
made. I just:'want to say that I respect your decision, respec]
your decision, respect your judgment, and say_that-you were a
big man when you entered this room and you are going out an
even bigger man.

Thank you very much.

The Chairman. Senator Huddleston.

Senator Huddleston. Mr. Chairman, as one who developed
some concern about this ﬁomination, I,too, would like to say
that never in my consideration of this designee was there any
question in my mind about his loyalty, about his integrity,
his dedication to this country, and his intelligence, or even
in his abiiity to administer the job in which he was designated
for.

I voted against George Bush for that position. As a
member of the former Committee on investigations of our
intelligence, I felt that Mr. Bush did not have the sufficient
background to f£ill that job. I was wrong on thatlvote. I thiy
George Bush did become a very effective and competent
administrator of our Central Intelligence.

I would just like to say that I have never been persuaded

one ounce by those who I think had a personal axe to grind
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in relation to the nomination of Ted Sorensen.

I came to this Committee hearing with an open mind. I
came seeking and hoping for reassurahces, and I am sorry that
we don't have an‘opportunity to receive those reassurances.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

‘The Chairman.. Thank you.

The Chair has received requests from two Senators who are
not members of the Committee to make brief remarks. I am
certain there will be no objection.

I would like to recognize at this time Senator McGovern.
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| as an associated, as a dedicated public servant, as a

Approyah Eor Relaass 2005/ 1128, CIARDRS0.01089R000100080802-%. 1rED

STATES SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
Senator McGovern. Mr. Chairman, I am deeply distressed

at what has happened here today. I was not aware that Mr.

statement Whiéh I would like to give to the Committee, as I
had prepared it, because as far as I am concerned, nothing has
changed about these judgment.

I have known all of the birectors of the Agency during th$
past 20 years, and I am convinced that Ted Sorensen is as
well qualified, if not better, to head this agency than any
of those predecessors. His experience, his judgment, his
reliability, his intelligence are all stronger than we are

accustomed to in this office. I have known him as a friend,

Presidential confidente, and as an eminent attorney, and he
is a man of intense patriotism who can be relied upon absolutel
to put the national interest first and foremost at all times.
It is because I know his qualities of mind and character
so well that I deeply resent the scurrilous attacks that were
unleashed against him this past weekend. I think they are a
disgrace to decency and to justice. Certain, for the most
part unidentified, people have leaked ;\variety of stories
to the press designed to prejudice the nomination of this

man, and I think that is the real reascn this withdrawal took

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2



o

10

N

12

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

21
22

23

24

25

55

plipapé'gv%%ﬁ%r I?n%%%fnZQQPSM 1/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2

The campaign waged against him has not been equalled since

the days of the late Joe McCarthy.

Now, what is being said of Ted Sorensen? They say first

that he doesn't have experience. The truth is that he has more

experience in both national and international affairs than

the President-elect who nominated him. The Directpr of the
CiA does not need to be an experienced spy or an experienced
break-in artist. If on the job experience in such activities
were needed in the Director's office, we should be seeking out
H. L. Hunt or James McCord or J. Gordon Liddy, but these
experienced CIA men have all been sent off to jail, which is
one way of reminding us that what the CIA now most needs is a
director of sound morél character with a knowledge of American
legél and constitutional principles, and a clear sense of the
national interest.

Ted Sorensen has all of these gqualities. Talk about
experience. He was the White House Counsel under the late
President Kennedy. He was a trusted aide of John Kennedy durir
all of his yedrs in the Senate. He traveled the length and
breadth of this land during his long four Year bid for the
Presidency, and in the White House he was the principal
drafter of the great messages President Kennedy delivered to

the Nation and the world.

But beyond this, he was a trusted advisor in every area
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of government, including many matters involving the inteiligenc
function.

He saw first hand the operation éf thevgovernmentalr
process, and Mr. Chairman, I think few if any men ever to servg

as Director of the CIA brought to that office the wide ranging

experience of Mr. Sorensen. It is said that he todk,government

White House, but this is not something that he has concealed.

The Committee has these affidavits because they were volunteerd

by Mr. Sorensen at the time of the public trial of Daniel
Ellsberg. He gave this affidavit as a means of demonstrating
a fact of life, which is that it is customary for White House
aides to take their files Qith them when they leave government
service.

It is said that he leaked classified information, but
he has assufed this Commitﬁé, as he has others who have asked
him about it, that he never released classified information
except when ordered to do so by the President of the United
States, nor has anyone demonstrated'how anything he ever
released under Rresidential order damaged this nation in the
slightest.

If certain Senators are so incensed about the practice of

leaking, how do they explain their own conduct in anonymously

leaking reports about Mr. Sorensen, and why don't they get more

incensed about the persons who in recent days have leaked the
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classified CIA estimates of Soviet military strength relative

to American military strength? What about the constant
leaking by the Pentagon of classified information on weapons
systems?
One unnamed Senator was quoted in yesterday's Post
as follows: "The job requires a man of authority, a man who
can control the entire intelligence community, a Jim Schlesinge
nét a Sorensen. The Director of the largest intelligence
service in the world is a leaker)\\It undermines the whole
intelligence effort. It raises questions about his judgment."
I submit, Mr. Chairman, that a sfatement like that raises
questions not ébout Mr. Sorensen's judgment, but about the
judgment of the anonymous Senator. That Senator appears
to be more accomplished at leaking than at judging.
If he regards leaking as the most serious offense of the
CIA, what dées he think about the Agency's record of attempted
but bungléd assassination_efforts, its working alliance with
the criminal underworld, its crude efforts to subvert inde-
pendent governments, its secret wars, its shabby, un-American
performance fof SO many years in so many places? It is these
shameful, self—défeating practices that jeopardize the CIA
and that must be brought under control if that Agency is not
to continue discrediting the good name of the United States.
Finally, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sorensen is the kind of man

who would know what his Agency is supposed to do well, and what
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it was not supposed to do, and I sincerely had hoped for the

sake of this country that he would be confirmed in the
imporant assignment for which President-elect Carter has
selected him.

On the basie of what I know about this nomination, and
on the basis of what I have heard said about it in-the press
this past weekend, I can only conclude that if it is being
rejected, we can mark it down that the ghost of Joe McCarthy
still stalks the land. "

And Mr. Chairman, I can't tell you how deeply distressed
I am personally and as onebwho loves'this country, at the
shameful experience we have come through this past weekend. I
think it is a dreadful beginning\for a new Administration to
be dealt a blow of this kind. I deeply resent it and am
deeply concerned for what it forebodes for this country.

The Chairman. Thank you very much.

I believe I owe it to the Committee and to the members
of the staff to address myself to the suggestion that we
have leaked information to the press. I can say without
reservation that the membere of this Committee, the members
of the staff haQe,not leaked any informatien to the press.
The documents in question, the two affidavits, were not
classified material to begin with. They were matters of publid
record. |

As one member of the Committee, I can assure you that no
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member of the press ever got to me. I would like to express

my apologies now for not answering the telephone. It was a
miserable day this weekend, yesterday and the day before.
But I don't wish the record to show without any response
that we have been responsible for ieaks" As Chairman of this
Committee, I am proud to serve in this capacity, arnd I can
say that this Committee has done its best durlng this eight
mbnths, and I am certain the members of the press will concur
with us that this is one Committee where leaks are almost
nonexistent, and I hope that we continue in this fashion.

Senator Metzenbaum.
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UNITED STATES SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OHIO

Q?X' 2 Senator Metzenbaum. Mr. Chairman, I came to this
-
3 Committee today because I had sort of felt building up a kind
6?& 4 of pressure against the confirmation of Mr. Sorensen and becau
- :

3 I have known Mr. Sorensen over a period of many years, and

6 because I was predisposed to support his nominatioﬁ, I said

7 I had to hear for myself what the evidence was, that I could

_8 not really believe Mr. Sorenseh, with his distinguiéhed record|

? of public se;vice over la period of many years could.reallf

10 have been "guilty" of some of the scurrilous things that havé

-1 been said about him in recent weeks.

12 I think it is a sad day when a man is nominated, as has
an 13 been Mr. Sorensen, and that before the evidence is in, before
- 14 . : . AL

any evidence is heard, that his reputation, his personal
13 reputation”is put in the kind of aura that has occurred with

16 respect td Mr. Sorensen.

X I think Mr. Sorensen withdrawing his nomination bothers

18 me much. It bothers me for him, but it bothers me more for

19 the country because it means to me that other men who don't

20 fit the necessary mold of those who think they know who should

21 be the head of the CIA, or who should hold a particular

22 position in government, will be able to build up a climate of
CQ?F 23 public opinion making i£ nécessary for the nominee to withdraw
24 his name.
Cj?i 25 I think the iﬁdividual loses, but I think the country
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1 suffers far more, not alone with respect to the one individual
(7\ 2 | who withdraws his name, and I empathize with Ted Sorensen
- 3 | in that respect, but with all of thoée other individuals who
TN 4 | are unwilling to submit their names because they too may suffeq
~ 5 | the same kind.of.castigation withou£ justification, without
6 || cause.
7 I think the country has suffered a great loss today, and
8 I.am sorry Mr. Sorensen saw fit to withdraw his name from ‘
‘9 consideration of this Coﬁmittee and the United States Senate.
10 The Chairman. Senator Baker?
m Senator Baker. Mr. Cﬁairman, I thank you very much.
12 I would express the same surprise that the Chairman did
) 13 | when he indicated that he had not expected Mr. Sorensen to
N 14 |} withdraw his nomination:\%n a way I am sorry, I am genuinely
15 sorfy that we did not know of that situation ahead of time. It
16 || might havelbeen possible to handle this situation in a differert
17 || way, with greater sensibilities, greater respect for the
18 || sensibilities, but that was not the case.
19 I think Mr. Sorensen has done a brave and generous thing
20 || today. I ﬁhink it was brave in that it required a degree of
21 | personal determination and careful searchiﬁg of his own
27 Il situation, his own viewpoints and ideas in this respect, a
QZ? 23 || generous thing in that it has I believe avoided a conflict
24 which was sure to ensue, which would have created an unfavorable
Cjﬁ: 25 | and probably an unpleasant, certainly an unpropitious beginnind
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for a new administration during inaugural week.

So I think that what Mr.JSorensen did today was not only
electrifying, but it was brave and_génerous, and I commend
him for it;

I would only add this, Mr. Chairman, if I may. I under-
score what you said previously, I know of no leak of any
information, certainly no significant information from this
Cbmmittee, eiﬁher members of staff, and I don't say that by
way of defense, but rather bec;use I think that the integrity
of this Committee and its reputation for being able to keep
secret those things with which it istdealing is imperative if
the Committee is to function as an effective oversight
Committee.

So I thoroughly agree with you. I know of no such leaks.

I personally would represent to you, Mr, Chairman, which I

believe needs no representation, that as far as I am concerned

there have been no leaks of any information, classified

or otherwise, that has come into the possession of this Commitf

I suppose\the final thing I should say is that it is in
the nature of.the American Congressional and poiitical
system that thefe sﬁould be a nomination‘aﬁd a.testing; that
is clearly so regardless of the power that is in the White
House, the party that is in the White House. It is often
misunderstood by foreign observers, our friends in the foreign

press in particular, but it is well understood in the United
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tates, intuitively and instinctively by our citizenry and

certainly by our press, that while politics may not be an
adversary proceeding, at least it is a system of testing,

and Congress is the only place to test. There is no minority
President. Thefe is onlf a minoriﬁy in the Congress.

.And I think that the besﬁ interests of the‘minority, the
best interests of the coqntry, and indeed, the bést interests
6f the'Administration aré best served by ffank'and open and
candid appraisal of the situation as it occurs.

I personally am sor;y, Mr. Sorensen, for ﬁhis situation,
and for the distress I am sure it has caused you, but I am
personélly ceftain that you and others understand the necessity
for the testing.

And I commend fou again. I reiterate, it was a brave
and generous thing you did today, and I think it will
auger to yéur credit and your future reputation.

Thank you. |

The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, in behalf of the Committee,
I thank you for your presence here this morning, and I wish
you well, sir;

The heariné is adjourned.

(Whereupon, at 1l1l:41 o'clock a.m., the Committee

recessed subject to the call of the Chair.)
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CONCLUDING STATEMENT OF THEODORE C. SORENSEN

But it is now clear that a substantial portion of the United
States Senate and the intelligence community is not yet ready to
accept as Director of Central Intelligence an outsider who believes
as I believe on these two legitimate questions. It is equally clear
that to continue fighting for this post, which would be my natural
inclination, would only handicap the new Administration if I am
rejected, or handicap my effectiveness as Director if I am confirmed.

It is, therefore, with deep regret that I am asking Governor
Carter to withdraw my designation as Director of Central Intelligence.
My regret stems not from my failure to get this post but from my
concern for the future of our country.

I return to private life with a clear conscience. When my
nomination was announced on Christmas Eve, my youngest son said to
me: 'Now you will have to do some things you don't want to do''; and
I replied: "I never will." I have never compromised my conscience,
and I am unwilling to do so now in order to assure my nomination.

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee,
for hearing me out and for the courtesies you have extended to me
over the past few weeks. I will be glad to answer any questions
you think necessar;>\and to answer those of the press immediately

after the conclusion of this hearing.

-11-
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“Portion of Sorensén Press Conference'After Conclusion of Senate Bearings

Reporter's question was garbled...

Sorensen: "I wou]d not want to character1ze the 1nte]11gence COHﬁMH?fjfrb'

as a whole. The peap]e with whom I have been working at the Agency have

been extremely supportive of both my v1ews and my quaisflrafvons»

Mr. Sorensen was asked if he withdrew his nomination "because of

the oppositions' elements within the intelligence community...."

ﬁoééhsgg: "No, I didn't say that, I didn't say that... First of
~all let me say that I have not condemned, and will not condemn the

intelligence community as a whoTe. Thaf's & grave mistake. - I met out

ever met anywhere in government. I work extremely well with them“ 1_f-

B S

found them very much compatible with my views and attitudes on covert
operations, on-the role of 1nte1ligence in Amer1can sonlety, on Lhe klnd B

of role America should play in world affairs...”

T
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